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REVIEW OF THE CASE OF OLEVIA NEAL THE CARMELITE NUN, COM- 
MONLY CALLED SISTER ISABELLA. 


In our No. for September we published a rapid sketch of the 
principal facts connected with the case of the poor Carmelite, 
whose fate has excited such a profound sensation in our city. Ac- 
cording to our promise we now resume the subject, which is in- 
deed altogether too momentous to be allowed to pass by without 
a deliberate and thorough consideration; and which we are all the 
better prepared to discuss and to decide, after the delay which has 
occured, and inthe exercise of that tranquillity to which the public 
mind is again restored. 

We consider it not amiss to say, that our whole aims in the treat- 
ment of this sad affair, are public; and that we shall not willingly 
or needlessly intrude upon private matters, or wound private feel- 
ings. At the same time we have a great public duty to perform; and 
we shall discharge it, in the fear of God, and in utter disregard of the 
wrath of man. The poor Carmelite, will doubtless never see these 
lines; and therefore any expression of our profound compassion for 
her misfortunes and our deep indignation against the treachery and 
wiles which have brought her to ruin, and as they say to madness— 
would be alas! but idle words. How consoling is the assurance 
that there is a land where the weary are at rest; where the victim 
is at last set free; and where the rod and the snare of the wicked 
and the oppressor, are broken in pieces! In that bright world, we 
hope to meet this poor, oppressed, deluded, broken-hearted child 
of sorrow, face to face, once more; and to find, that indeed, while 
the strong ones of earth derided her, and the cunning ones entrap- 
ped her past deliverance,—God her Saviour, gently guided her along 
her thorny path, and bore her safely through the fire, and through 
the deep waters, in the bosom of his love! 

But we have much to say that requires a firmer mood than this. 
Let us say it all, even in the solemn consciousness that it cannot 
aid her, who is the chief actor in the scene. It may at least, turn 


aside some other victim from the path of sorrawyor it may arouse 
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the sleeping justice of society; or at the least, it will abide, as a 
testimony—a deliberate, conscientious, unterrified testimony—for 
liberty and truth—against hypocrisy and crying wrong. 

On the 18th day of August, which was the Lord’s day, the 
senior editor of this Magazine, had preached as usual at 10 o'clock 
in the forenoon, to the congregation, which for nearly seven years 
he has ministered to in spiritual things—in Baltimore. About noon, 
and immediately after the public worship of God was concluded, a 
very valued friend, who is (as his father before ,him was) one 
of the most respectable men in the city, called upon us, at the 
house of another esteemed friend, who is also one of our most re- 
spected citizens; and briefly informed us, that a nun had just made 
her escape fromthe Convent in Aisquith street; that she was as yet 
protected by a worthy citizen, whose house she had entered; that 
a crowd was collecting; that there were rumors of an immediate 
attempt to carry her back by force to the convent;—that no one 
seemed to know what was best to be done; and that our presence 
was desired on the spot. Without a moment’s hesitation, we all 
three went to the scene of the affair, which appeared to threaten 
such instant and serious results. As we went, the writer of this 
article called on a gentleman, who is on all accounts one of the 
most influential in the city; and who is a member and class-leader 
in the Methodist Episcopal church; both those before named being 
members of ourown church. We called here for two purposes— 
(1) to learn the name of the nearest magistrate: (2) to carry with 
us, the weight of the presence of the principal citizens in the im- 
mediate neighborhood of the commotion. A similar call was made 
by the other gentlemen, on one or two individuals; and ina few 
moments we arrived at the corner of Aisquith and Douglass streets 
—accompanied by men, above all suspicion—and accustomed to 
be looked to, as the the very patrons of civic and social propriety. 
When we arrived on the ground, we found a mob of just the same 
kind of men in great part, already there! It is needless to add, that 
in such hands, every gvod cause, was not only safe but sacred. 

After a brief exchange of sentiments with a few groups of friends 
—we entered the house adjoining that in which the nun was; which 
was occupied by a personal friend and member of our church, a 
widow, who was also the proprietor of the house into which the 
fugitive had been received. At our request the masver of the other 
house came in to us; and at our suggestion sent immediately for 
the Mayor of the city; while we passed into his house with the 
Rev. Mr. Poisar, of the Methodist Episcopal church, and the 
friend who came first for us. Here we suggested that a few reso- 
lute men who could be relied on for prudence and courage, should 
be let into the house; and that all force should be resisted by force, 
till the Mayor should arrive. This was immediately done. 

We take leave to say that after mature consideration, we see 
nothing better than what was suggested on the instant. If the 
woman had been carried back by force, no human power could 
have prevented a bloody and most fearful riot; which in its progress 
would have involved the whole city, and covered it with mourning 
Besides this, the nun was free and of full age—and therefore, with- 
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out warrant of law, no one had a right to molest her; and common 
humanity, honour and religion required that she should have the 
protection she piteously demanded. Still further, the glorious 
axiom of the common law holds with us,—that a man’s house is 
his castle—and may be defended lawfully, against the whole world; 
and especially against lawless attempts to break into it. And final- 
ly, the Mayor as chief Executive officer of the city—was the proper 
person, to take charge of the whole affair. 

It has been said, that no one had any thought of using force; or 
of taking back the nun without her free consent. Such statements 
are false; they were never thought of, till it was found what would 
be the certain effect of an appeal to force; and they can be dis- 
proved by hundreds of men, of unimpeached and unimpeachable 
veracity. When the nun’s escape was discovered in the convent, 
men and women jssued from it, and ran in all directions up and 
down the streets in pursuit and anxious search for her, after she 
had luckily found shelter. Priest Gitpea, who is confessor to the 
convent, was very soon on the ground—and repeatedly attempted, 
and positively insisted again and again on having an interview with 
the nun. And not only papists, but even protestants, vociferously 
demanded the instant restoration of the nun to the convent, with 
or against her will;—until the decided indications of public indig- 
nation awed down such audacious and mad projects. These facts 
are all perfectly notorious; and the names of leading persons, who 
urged and favored such a disposal of the nun, are in every body’s 
mouth.—So perfectly well established was the fact of a contempla- 
ted rescue, and so fatal did such an attempt appear to us to be; 
that while we were in the same house with the nun, and while the 
matter was undergoing a vociferous discussion out of doors; we 
proposed, and all within approved the idea—that while we defend- 
ed the house to the last extremity, the nun should change her dress, 
and be privately removed, if the Mayor did not speedily arrive; so 
as at once to defeat the attempted rescue, and keep matters in 
statu quo; and the execution of the project was prevented only by 
the prompt appearance of that officer—The truth ts, the papists 
were by no means prepared for the intense feeling which was so 
suddenly manifested throughout the city; and when they saw the 
real state of things, they became satisfied that a change ot plan 
was indispensable; and then without hesitation denied their former 
intentions and ate their former words. 

What it takes us many words to relate, passed very quickly. 
While it was passing, we had, at the Carmelite’s request, a person- 
al interview with her, in the presence of the two gentlemen who 
entered the house in which she was, with us; and also of several 
members of the family residing in the house. This interview was 
brief, but decisive. On its own account, as well as on account of 
the public attempts to prove madness on her; or as Dr. Minrar has 
not hesitated to say, that she was a ‘‘perfect maniac’’—we will try 
to give the reader an accurate impression of the scene. 

We were ushered by a narrow winding stair-way, into a small 
upper chamber of a ‘house only one room deep, and of very 
low pitch. The front windows of this room, were immediately on 

the street, about ten or twelve feet above the pavement; and under 
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them were hundreds of men violently excited about the poor suf- 
ferer, who could see and hear every thing, if it so pleased her. At 
a back window, seated on a low chest—in a posture of meek and 
quiet sorrow, was the unhappy Carmelite. She appeared to bea 
female somewhat above thirty—with a full and rather pleasant face, 
and large black eyes. Her appearance was that of a person in or- 
dinary health; and her dress the peculiar and shocking costume of 
her order. She heldin her hand a white handkerchief of very fine 
texture; and with becoming modesty instinctively hid her feet un- 
der her dress—so that the imperfect and barbarous protection 
for them, required, as we knew, by her order, might not be visible. 
Her arms were bare to the elbow—and exhibited such an aspect of 
exposure and hardship, as to excite some suspicion in our mind, as 
to her condition inthe convent. Indeed we expressed these doubts 
as kindly as we could, during the conversation, by a question as to 
her quality; whether, namely, she had been a sister or a domestic ? 
She replied humbly but firmly, a sister——We repeat these things, 
because they give the reader a just idea of what we wish to convey; 
and because they show what was our own state of mind, at the 
time. We were indeed deeply interested in all that transpired, but 
never more perfectly qualified to see, to hear, and to decide, on 
the things of which we speak. 7 

We took a seat at the side of the nun. .Mr. Porsat sat on the 
edge of a bed, on the other side of her. He had gone up stairs a 
minute ortwo before us; and as we entered the room he said to her, 
this is Mr. B., naming us. Her reply went to our heart; she ex- 
tended her hands towards us, and repeating our name, said almost 
convulsively—‘‘I claim your protection!” May God do so, and 
more to every man’s soul, who shall dare to outrage nature and 
heaven, by resisting such an appeal, in sucha case! We told her 
we had come to her, for no other purpose. 

A rapid conversation, in which several took part, immediately 
ensued, from which we learned in substance; that her name was 
Orevia Neat, originally from Charles Co. Md., but now called 
sister IsABELLA; that she had entered the convent very young, (the 
precise age not stated by her, but as some have said at siz, or as 
others say at sixteen years of age,) and been in it nineteen years; 
that she had been long anxiously trying to get out, and had once 
succeeded in making her escape into the street, when she was met 
and forcibly carried back and subjected to severe penances; that 
having again escaped, her anxious desire was for present protec- 
tion, a desire she repeatedly expressed; that however, she wished 
all to understand that she did not desire to change her religion, but 
only her condition as a nun; that she did not wish any violence of- 
fered either to the nuns or priests on her account, against whom, 
indeed, she said she was not disposed to make any accusation; that 
she felt agitated and unfit for any extended conversation, on the 
subject of her past trials, and asked only for security, repose and 
tranquillity till she could collect her faculties and decide more ma- 
turely on her future line of conduct; which was the more neces- 
sary, she said, as they had told her that her mind was weak:—that 
having no friends in whom she could confide, she was obliged to throw 
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herself on the public for protection. Much more was said, which 
we do not think it worth while to repeat at present. But as asam- 
ple of the general style of conversation; and as a proof that she is 
a ‘“‘nerfect maniac,” we will detail one item more minutely. 

She was asked if a nun had not,escaped some months ago? 

Yes, it was 1:—was her reply. 

How happens it that you were back again? 


I was met by a gentleman, immediately after getting out, and 
carried back. 


Who was that gentleman ? 
No answer. 

Was it Priest GILDEA? 
Yes sir. 


What was done to you, when you were carried back ? 

There are penances to undergo. I was subjected to them. 

Did they whip you? 

No answer; but a mournful smile. 

Did they imprison you? 

I have said I endured the usual penance. 

She was not pressed farther on this painful subject; being evi- 
dently unwilling to speak fully of it. We must say in explanation, 
that we had known for some time the fact of the former escape of 
a nun; and also Mr. GitpeEa’s agency in her re-capture. And we 
shall show before we conclude this article, that the questions as to 
the stripes and chains, were not idle or unsuitable; but most perti- 
nent, and most natural. The priests must not suppose that we 
neglect their affairs; nor that we tell always all we know of their 
matters. We have indeed no spies, and no secret machinations. 
But there are in Baltimore eighty thousand pairs of protestant eyes 
and ears; and the papists have taken so much pains to make us 
odious, that others in revenge, unduly honour us. So few prominent 
men are willing to stand boldly on the Lord’s side in this great 
controversy; that the thousands of private persons who are medita- 
ting it and turning it in their thoughts—do not forget even the 
humble instruments, whom God condescends to employ in his 
controversy with the Beast and the False Prophet. 

The poor Carmelite, we have admitted, said more than we think 
it necessary now to repeat. She is reported to have said much 
which we did not hear; and cannot therefore, avouch as true. 
Enough was known for undisputable truth, to produce the most in- 
tense excitement in the public mind. When to this was added the 
many dreadfuithings reported to have been stated by her, and those 
natural exaggerations to which all rumors seem liable in their pro- 
gress from man to man; it is not to be wondered at, that the whole 
city was moved; nor by consequence that the intervention of the 
Mayor, first rendered necessary by the violent pretensions of the 
papists; was afterwards considered not less so by the excessive agi- 
tation of the whole community. When he arrived on the ground, 
he found the larger portion of the crowd so decidedly protestant— 
that the proposal to take the nun to the hospital, which though a 
public institution is under the care of another set of nuns, was 
positively rejected by the crowd; and she was taken by general con- 
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sent, for present protection to the Washington Medical College, 
where there is an infirmary under protestant influence. 

Our personal agency in this affair has now been fully stated. It 
was throughout, unpremeditated, and obviously called for by divine 
providence. We do not regret it; our only regret is that we were 
not able todo more available service, than we fear was done, to 
an unfortunate fellow being, who has been placed by untoward 
circumstances in such a position as to render it difficult, if not im- 
possible to serve her effectually. We earnestly hope that the day 
is near at hand, whenevery honest man, will feel it a duty and an 
honour, to do more than we have been able to do; and which 
would not be worth the naming, but for the threats of personal 
violence; the placards inviting the papists to pull down our house 
and church; the newspaper inuendos, and the papal clamour that 
the whole of this excitement is traceable to our anti-papal labours 
—with more of a like description; which have unitedly induced us 
to record with some minuteness, our real agency in the affairs of the 
nun. And now in dismissing this portion of the subject, we have 
merely to say, that our minds and hearts are fully settled on this 
whole subject; and reproach, danger, and death itself are to us, 
lighter than chaff, in comparison with keeping a good conscience, 
doing our master’s work, and finishing our course with joy.— 
Neither do we forget, that they who bound themselves by a great 
curse to eat nothing till they had slain Paul; swore and plotted 
only to their own hurt and shame. 

Upon any view of this subject it must certainly be allowed, that 
the public have no sort of interest in its minute personal relations. 
But on the other hand it is equally clear, that the most insignificant 
of these individual details may involve principles and interests of 
the largest and most weighty kind. Such we feel confident is the 
case; and having that impression we shall now proceed to make 
such observations as appear necessary. 

It would be a profitable and striking exhibition, if some one 
would take the trouble to collect the sentiments of the most pro- 
found thinkers, and the most active promoters of the good of man- 
kind; in regard to the danger of tolerating the popish religion in 
any free state. John Wesley openly declared that he considered 
it dangerous and uncalled for, to allow of such a system in any 
protestant community, for this reason chiefly—that as it was of faith 
amongst papists, that no faith need be kept with heretics—there- 
fore heretics so called, could have no faith in them: in short, that 
no adequate guarantee could be given by such persons, for loyalty 
to the state, or fidelity to men, and therefore, neither men nor states 
could safely trust them. John Howe, in the most trying and im- 
pressive circumstances, and when under the strongest temptation 
to conceal or modify his principles, or at least to be passive; pub- 
licly and boldly declared, that he considered the papal religion so 
corrupt that no Christian government could allow of it, without of- 
fending God. John Milton in his majestic work, Pro Populo An- 
glicano Defensio,—towards the close of the preface, has these 
words; ‘Therefore we do not admit of the popish sect, so as to 
tolerate papists at all, for we do not look upon that as a religion, but 
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rather as a hierarchical tyranny, under a cloak of religion, clothed 
with the spoils of the civil power, which it has usurped to itself, con- 
trary to our Saviour’s own doctrine.” 

Similar to these, have been the conclusions of the ablest of man- 
kind in all countries but our own, until within a period compara- 
tively recent. We have taken a different view of the subject, from 
an early period of our history; and universal religious liberty, or at 
least a very enlarged toleration has been every where established in 
the United States. For our parts, we cordially and ex animo, em- 
brace the principles of the largest liberty, in all possible cases. But 
we incline seriously to doubt whether the community at large, or 
our tribunals in particular, have as yet, really examined this impor- 
tant subject in all its practical bearings; and we apprehend that 
many and unforseen difficulties will yet occur, in carrying out prin- 
ciples precious to us all, Let us illustrate bya case. The Uni- 
versalist is rejected from the stand, as an incompetent witness, be- 
cause he does not believe in a future stale of rewards and punish- 
ments; and the Atheist, because he doubts, even, concerning the 
existence of a moral Governor of the Universe. But the oath ofa 
papist is taken unquestioned, although it is part of his faith that if 
he be a priest, he is not bound to tell the truth on oath before a 
heretical tribunal—which is to him as a nullity, and his oath there- 
fore, no oath; while any popish layman, may commit deliberate 
perjury, and be absolved by the next priest;—yea absolved fora 
trifle in ready money, set downinthe Yax Book of the Pope’s 
Chancery! 

The truth is, however, that papists in the United States so far 
from being satisfied with the same religious liberty which we all 
enjoy—require us to allow them the exercise of peculiar and most 
iniquitous privileges, which are hostile alike to our principles, our 
feelings, and our patriotism. Papists, who never tolerate any 
other religion, when they can by force suppress all dissent;—papists 
who in Spain, Italy, Portugal, Mexico, Gautamala, and all South 
America, at this moment forbid the free exercise of any religion but 
their own; these same papists come here amongst us, and not content 
to enjoy all we enjoy, require, yea and exercise special privileges 
granted to none else! 

Is there any Episcopal prison in Baltimore? Is there any Me- 
thodist jail where women are kept under lock and key, bars and 
walls—for private tuition by single gentlemen? Is there any 
Presbyterian Confession, Council or Tribunal which has required 
the erection of prisons, and provided laws forthe whipping, chain- 
ing, and putting to death of women confined therein? And then 
set up in practice their vile principles, in open day in our streets? 
No man believes, no man insinuates, that such things are. No 
protestant asks, desires, or exercises such exclusive and outrageous 
pretensions.—But ninety-nine out of every hundred protestants in 
this city, strongly suspect, if they do not firmly believe, that the so 
called Carmelite Nunnery in Aisquith street, is a prison for women, 
who are there kept against their wills, and without warrant of law; 
and who under the pretence of religion, are subjected to the abso- 
lute and private control of unmarried men! 
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We protest in the name of God and of a free people, that these 
unmarried men have no right to keep a prison for women in our 
city. We claim it as the sacred right of these poor women,—a 
right for whose free exercise, virtue as well as liberty pleads in tears; 
to have free egress from that prison, at their own choice—yea at 
their mere caprice, yea whether they be “‘mono-maniac or ‘perfect 
maniac.’ We solemnly demand of the public authorities that 
they see into this prison, and thoroughly inspect it from the garret 
to its darkest subterranean cell. We call upon our Legislators, to 
invest the guardians of the public freedom and morality, with all 
needful authority, to examine, decide, and act in this matter. We 
invoke the sovereign people, the virtuous men of every party, to 
lay aside their unworthy animosities, and cast their votes for men, 
who in whatever public trust, will enforce equality before the law; 
and put away all exc/usive privileges, and especially all execrable 
pretensions to imprison the free, without a lawful warrant. 

Six hundred and twenty-four years ago, on the 20th day of last 
June, our heroic ancestors recovered from King Jonn at Runny 
Mead their ancient liberties. The forty-third Article of Macna 
Cuarta forbids that any freeman shall be imprisoned, but by the 
lawful judgment of his peers, or by the law of the land. This glori- 
ous enactment is the foundation of all personal liberty. Against 
that Macna Cuarta, the reigning Pontiff Innocent III. issued his 
Bull, disannulling it forever, and condemning with Anathema, it 
and all who upheld, enforced or contended for it. During these in- 
tervening six hundred years, liberty and popery have been eternally 
at war; and will be to the end. 

Will any say, that the Convent in Aisquith street is not a prison? 
Our answer is prompt and simple. Satisfy the public mind on that 
head, and our argument on this point is at an end. Prove to us, 
by competent persons, freely admitted to inspect the house, to ex- 
amine every part, to see their mode of life, and rules and vows, to 
converse in private with each nun; prove to us, in an honest, fair 
mode, that the inmates have free and full opportunity and permis- 
sion to leave it at their discretion—and then we say,—let all stay 
and welcome, who choose to stay of their own accord. Against 
nunneries as schoo/s, we have no legal objection. Against nunne- 
ries as proselyting houses, our objections are not /ega/ ones.— 
Against nunneries as sinks of moral pollution, our objections still, 
are not technically legal;—But against nunneries as prisons, our 
objection is strictly and directly, that the laws and constitutions, the 
liberties and customs, the peace and dignity, the security and order 
of society utterly forbid them. Let that argument be met, or let 
the fact be disproved. 

The fact never can be disproved. They are prisons. The Ca- 
non law proves it. The history of their suppression every where 
proves it. The testimony of al! eye witnesses; the revelations of 
all escaping nuns; the structure of all convents; the sensation 
produced by every escape;—every fact connected with the subject 
conspires to prove irrefragibly, that they are prisons. And we 
boldly assert, and appeal to the constitution and laws of the country, 
and to the whole legal profession, and to the learned bench every 
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where; that being prisons, they are public nuisances, and may be, 
and ought to be, abated by due process of law. 

Will any say this cannot be; that public violence would be the 
result; bloodshed the necessary consequence? We indeed know 
that an armed conspiracy has been formed in this city, composed 
chiefly of foreign ruffians; and its avowed end is, to defend at all 
hazards, these prisons for women. ‘Two thousand men, it was 
boasted, were prepared, armed, and waiting for the signal to be 
given, by a certain toll ofthe great bell of the Cathedral;—and 
would have rushed—not on any mob, but as is unblushingly avowed 
on private citizens and designated property. We remember the 
events of St. Bartholomew; of 1641 in Ireland; and of the like de- 
scription in all Jands. But we remember also our ancestors, 
our liberties, our God. If the laws are not supreme, and cannot 
be enforced; the sooner this is known, the better for all. If there 
be a party in the state stronger than the state itself, let us abolish 
the pretended state, and construct society anew. 

But such fears are absurd and childish; they are silly as they are 
base. ‘There isa spirit in the law, before which all other spirits 
habitually give way. And there is a spirit in the American breast, 
which will enfore the law—oppose what will. Themen who pass- 
ed night after night under arms to protect the prison in Aisquith 
street, were nine-tenths of them, staunch protestants; and cordial- 
ly detested the institution they would have lost their lives in defend- 
ing. Of nineteen men, who at the call of the Mayor moved with 
fixed bayonets upon the stern and tumultuous mass, at the most 
critical hour of the late excitement; of these nineteen men, who 
in fact by their galantry decided the whole affair at its very crisis— 
it is doubtful if one was a decided papist; and two were active mem- 
bers, (one of them an elder) in our own church!—And we and such 
as they, are the putative authors of all the commotion; the marked 
objects of organized vengeance; the butt of the sneers of scrib- 
blers, who are far better disposed to slander their fellow protestants 
than to meet an enraged mob. 

Some however, and amongst them one of the city newspapers, 
have set up this defence alike of convents and the conduct of the 
papists in the present case, viz: that as females enter them volun- 
tarily no one has a right to interfere; and as they freely bind them- 
selves by solemn oaths, those oaths oblige them, and the public 
should not interfere. It is truly astonishing that any one, but 
especially one presumed to be fit to conduct a newspaper, should 
be found capable of advocating such atrocious principles.—If a man 
binds himself by contract however solemn, to any duty small or 
great, or any interest however minute or immense; the power of 
the state, through its chancellors, will interpose for his relief,—if 
fraud, collusion, deceit, false pretences, failure of consideration, or 
even honest mistake can be substantiated. But a poor female may 
be morally influenced by friends, deluded by proselyting nuns, se- 
duced by cunning priests, betrayed by the workings of her own 
fancy, misled by the irregular exercise of some of the best feelings 
of the heart, or in a thousand ways induced to take a step which 

she — would lead to peace, innocence and blessedness here 
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and hereafier, but which she discovers afterwards has brought her 
nothing but sorrow and shame; and after nineteen years of anguish, 
when she seeks deliverance is calmly told, the fraud, the fatal mis- 
take, the infernal deception, is irremediable on earth!—Yea the 
strong man, shall need only to show that he acted before mature 
age, and the act in many cases is void per se, and in every case 1S 
voidable; but the poor girl, shall be ftrepanned by the law itself, 
which under the vile influence of papism and to the infamy of the 
state, allows her at the tender age of sixteen, to bind herself in de- 
fiance even of paternal tears,—to irrevocable perdition.—The stout 
man, shall be allowed to treat as a mere nullity all pretended oaths 
administered without the authority of law, and shall be delivered 
by the whole public force from oaths which are contrary to 
morality and law, even though put to him by corrupt officers of 
the law itself; but a weak girl under strong delusion, shall 
swear oaths alike sforbidden by the law of God, and the good 
of society; she shall swear these oaths, to men and women 
having no sort of right, power or warrant, to administer any 
oath whatever; and who are themselves the party alone benefited 
by the ruin of the poor victim; and yet these oaths, are so sacred 
that no deliverance is to be hoped from their frightful obligation! — 
And this is what men advocate as religious liberty, public virtue, 
social duty, and sound law! 

A far more common turn which is given to the whole af- 
fair is that the nun is deranged. This seems to be the grand fact 
on which the papists seek to rest the case; and the pains taken to 
prove it have been to a great degree effectual in diverting public at- 
tention from the true issue in the case. The only tangible proof 
on this subject, is contained in the following certificates, which 
were published in the city newspapers. 


The Carmelite Sister who left the Convent yesterday, Sunday, and 
whose name is Isabella Nealle, has been to my knowledge, afflicted with 
this monomania for upwards of five-months: she thinks that she can live 
without eating and drinking. As I have not seen her since April last, she 
may now be better on that point, but for all, my opimon is she never will 


be in her right senses. 
Baltimore, dugust 19, 1839. P. Cuatarp, M. D. 





Having read in yesterday’s Evening Post, “that it was the opinion of 
the Faculty of the Washington College, that Miss Isabella Neal, “the ap- 
parent cause of the present excitement,” was ‘‘sane,” [ deem it my duty to 
the Faculty to state, that they have expressed no opinion on the case. As 
regards my own individual opinion, lam free to say that I consider her a 
perfect maniac. J. H. Mutter, M. D. 

President of Faculty of Washington University, Balt. 

Baltimore, August 20, 1889. 


We the undersigned, members of the Faculty of Medicine of the 
Washington University of Baltimore, having been applied to by Col. Wm. 
Brent for our opivion in reference to the case of Sister Isabella, who was 
placed in this Institution by the Mayor of the City, on Sunday last, state 
as follows: 

That we have visited her several times, and {rom the general tenor of 
her conversation, we are clearly of opinion, that she is not of sane mind; 
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there is general feebleness of intellect, and we are unanimous in the belief 
that she is a Momomaniac. We also feel it an act of justice to state that she 
made no complaint of her treatment while in the Convent, other than 
having been compelled to take fuod and medicine. 

Sam. K. Jennines, M. D. 

Wa. W. Hanpy, M. D. 

Joun C. S. Monxvr, M. D. 

Epwarp Foreman, M. D. 

Joun R. W. Dunsar, M. D. 


August 21, 1889, 


We call the reader's attention to the remarkable discrepancy be- 
tween the statement of Dr. Miller, and that of all the other gentle- 
men. One of the best settled principles of evidence is, that a 
party shall not be allowed to contradict his own proof; and unless 
the papists can show that ‘‘perfect-maniac” and ‘‘mono-maniac’’ are 
one and the same thing, they can hardly expect the public to be- 
lieve that the nun could be both at once. Or if she could, then 
perhaps she might be a third thing at the same time, viz: sane 
enough to know that a convent was not a fit place either for a lady 
or a Christian,—sane enough to get out,—and sane enough to refuse 
positively to go back again into it. 

The certificate of Dr. Miller, however, is utterly incorrect, in 
point of fact. There is not one person of the hundreds who have 
seen this nun, who does not perfectly know that she is not a ‘‘perfect 
maniac;’’ and the professional testimony of his brethren cannot 
possibly establish any thing more decisive against the Nun; than it 
does against him, either professional incompetency or extraordinary 
carelessness in the use of terms. In regard to the statements of 
the other gentlemen, we will not pretend to call in question the 
exact accuracy of what they say; and still less their own firm con- 
viction of the propriety of their course. It is, as it appears to us, 
rather remarkable however that Dr. Chatard should have felt at 
liberty to give a statement intended to prove the present condition 
of a patient, whom he had not seen for four months. And we re- 
spectfully submit toal/ the gentlemen who signed the third one of 
those published certificates, whether it is not calculated and used to 
produce an impression on the public mind entirely aside from any 
which they themselves would consider true and just? Indeed we 
might go to Dr. Chatard himself, and ask if he would assert pro- 
fessionally that a person who is of unsouod mind in regard to food 
and drink; is therefore necessarily incapable of forming a true and 
sane conclusion against being further confined in a convent? We 
respectfully enquire of the signers of the last certificate—whether 
they are willing that their names and influence should be used to 
prove, that because a woman ‘‘is not of sane mind’’—that therefore 
she should stay in a nunnery, or therefore is acting as a mad-woman 
in trying to get out? It is perfectlr manifest that all these certifi- 
cates were got and used, to justify the papists, and to rob the poor 
nun of public sympathy; and the point of our present observations 
is, that the certificates create the impression that the woman was 
incapable of acting rationally, in the particular act which it was 
alone necessary to explain; while in fact it is notorious to all who 
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saw her, that although she might be weak of intellect and unsettled 
on particular subjects, yet she was perfectly rational and clear, in 
regard to the desire and purpose to quit the convent. We deeply 
repret that excellent men should have allowed themselves to make 
general statements, which they ought to have seen would be used 
for purposes of particular wrong and injustice. For with all respect 
for the medical and personal character of these gentlemen, we un- 
hesitatingly assert our conviction on personal knowledge, that no 
twelve men on their oaths will ever say, after hearing the proof, 
that this nun was insane when she escaped from the nunnery. 
That is the point—the whole point. The woman was not ‘‘maniac” 
nor ‘“‘mono-maniac,’’ nor ‘‘perfect maniac’ when she-escaped. She did 
that act rationally,—and we defy the whole world to establish the 
contrary, by any method known to the laws of any civilized people; 
and we are confident of our ability to prove the fact to the satis- 
faction of any jury, if the opportunity is given. If it is important 
to the papal cause to prove this woman mad when she escaped, let 
the attempt be fairly made; let a writ be issued; let a jury come; 
let witnesses be called and sworn; let the cause be heard and issued; 
and we predict she will be found of sound mind and memory, in 
that act, and on that eventful day. 

But suppose her to have been “perfect maniac;”’ it is the first in- 
timation the public has had that the Aisquith street convent, was 
a hospital for the insane. It appears too, that she was not the only 
maniac there. On Monday night after her escape, a carriage load 
of refractory nuns, was privately removed under the cover of dark- 
ness; and on the following Wednesday night the most frightful 
screams, which appeared to come from the convent, were explained 
by a priest next morning, by coolly saying, there was another de- 
ranged nun in the convent; and that event was followed by another 
secret removal of inmates! Perhaps all the deranged and all the re- 
fractory will be pretty soon removed, and the secret places sufficient- 
ly hidden, to offer another examination of the premises by a pack- 
ed committee. Weshallsee. It required many months to arrange 
the Canadian Convents, for a sham examination after the disclo- 
sures in regard tothem. It may be done sooner here. 

We say, suppose sister Isabella to have been really ‘perfect 
maniac’—or generally ‘‘mono-maniac”—or only a mono-maniac 
“for upwards of five months’—or least of all to have been merely 
afflicted with “general feebleness of intellect;’’—suppose it true, is 
it any defence of nunneries, either in a moral or legal point of view? 
Really nothing appears to us more natural, than that a long course 
of monotanous imprisonment should enfeeble the intellect; and if 
it be attended with rigor and unkindness, and given up to filth and 
crimes, that the moral faculties should perish, and reason herself 
stagger and fall. The question which interests society is this—by 
what authority—for what ends, and with what effects are these pri- 
vate prisons established? The answer, so far as the papal exposition 
of sister Isabella’s case goes is this;—they are in order to run 
women mad, and then on account of that madness claim the forci- 
ble custody of their persons! 


There is one aspect of this subject which we never think of but 
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with pain and the deepest solicitude. One of the great evils of 
our times is the general destruction of all personal influence—and 


the substitution of general and organized control in the, stead 


of the more healthy action of the old fashioned condition of so- 
ciety. No man has any personal influence derived merely from 
his virtues and abilities; no name is sacred, no authority is revered, 
The boy in the place of public resort will deride the counsel of the 
hoary head; and the neophyte will openly mock the wisdom of ex- 
perience, however amply fortified. For a time the public press ar- 
rested this terrible declension, and presented a bulwark around 
which the better elements of society might have gathered for de- 
fence. Atlength the press itself has fallen,in the same struggle in 
which all personal influences had fallen before it. There was a 
time when the press directed public sentiment; now the press as 
such does not exist as a separate interest. Every newspaper 
belongs to some certain opinion, some particular interest, some de- 
terminate object. Its whole end is to promote tts own end; and all 
society so deeply feels this, that no man regards what the bulk of 
Our papers say, as true or fair; any farther than he can otherwise 
ascertain the facts. The whole object of Whig papers is to elect 
W hig men to office; and the whole object of the Administration press 
is to keep its party in power, and itselfin patronage. And to gain 
those ends, they speak or are silent, praise or blame, blow hot and 
blow cold, be all things or be nothing—upon al] other subjects. 
As a necessary consequence of this condition of the press strong 
men and good men fail, or avoid connexion with it; because they 
will not ‘“‘turn about and wheel about,” at party dictation; nor sub- 
stitute party ends for those of virtue, liberty and truth. An inferior 
class of men become the conductors of the press; men who influ- 
ence no party; but who are the mere echoes of their ‘“patrons;”’ 
who in their turn dismiss them, or set up another paper the 
moment their mere party interests require it. The newspaper 
press thus becomes morselled out—and entirely loses all elevated, 
united and general character; while parties and interests, buy their 
advocacy, or absolutely set them up as their notorious property; and 
make them the simple vehicle of their interests, instead of the real 
organs of public sentiment, the real advocates of public interests. 
This is a most deplorable state of affairs; and while truth obliges 
us to make the statement, we do it with grief and shame. That it 
is true, —that the newspaper press is to a pitiable degree destitute of 
real strength, independence, public confidence, and settled influence 
—no man can doubt who has paid any attention to the subject. 
Never was this fact more apparent than during the recent ex- 
citement in this city. Never was any truth more manifest than 
that the real, settled, intense feeling of this community—was 
neither felt nor uttered by the newspapers. One good has resulted 
from this great evil. The protestants of this city have been obliged 
to see, that there is no protestant newspaper here, in any true sense 
of that term; and the day we predict is not remote, when this 
mighty interest will be forced to have its organ also. There is 
wealth enough and there is interest enough; and there would be 
patronage enough, to support a first class daily newspaper in Bal- 
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timore—which should be the candid but fearless advocate of protes- 
tant sentiments, and protestant principles. Who will move forward 
in this indispensable undertaking? 

We cannot close this paper without expressing our conviction 
that a great revolution has commenced in public seatiment,—and 
that mighty events are brewing in the hearts of the people. Men 
feel that religion is an affair of daily life, and that they who corrupt 
it are the enemies of God and man. They perceive that, while 
they slept the enemy has sowed tares, thickly amongst us—and they 
are resolved now that they are fully awake, to redress if possible 
their former inattention and unfaithfulness. The time is gone when 
papal mobs may rush into our churches and drive out the worship- 
pers; or terrify our citizens so that they dare not meet to hear the 
subject discussed. Thereis no longer any terror of papal violence. 
There is no longer any public indifference even towards papal fool- 
eries; for the people have looked under the apron of the ecclasi- 
astic, and to their horror, see the blood basin and the sacrificial 
knife! Our enemies say it was we who awakened this community 
to the sense of their true condition and duty. They do us over 
much honor. The hand of God is in the whole progress of this 
controversy between the corruptions of the past, and the light of 
the advancing day. For three hundred years it has not ceased to 
agitate every part of Christendom; nor will it, till the pope of Rome 
ceases to assert and exercise the power and authority of God on 
earth, or at least till the countless army of his subjects cease to 
reverence that power, and to obey that authority. The price of 
liberty is perpetual vigilance. 





[For the Baltimore Literary and Religious Magazine.) 
SLAVE FACTORIES IN THE UNITED STATES. 


Messrs. Editors: 

Tue recent escape of the nun (Miss Neal,) from the 
Carmelite Nunnery in Baltimore, should satisfy the people there 
are institutions in this state, and I believe even chartered cor- 
porations, which notwithstanding our much boast of “liberty of 
the citizen”’ exercise the privilege of debarring the citizens in 
those institutions of their liberty. Is this a constitutional privi- 
lege oris it illegal? If an American citizen had been castinto the 
Inquisition, or impressed into the naval service of Great Britain, 
the press of the United States would scarcely have ceased its 
denunciations of the act; and where is the distinction between 
openly forcing you into imprisonment, or keeping and cajoling 
you into it, under false pretences? A young girl goes to 
school in a nunnery, or to the ‘‘Sisters of Charity,” she is an 
orphan and has property, every attention is paid to her, the sisters 
make her believe they love her as they do their own life; young 
and unsuspecting, she believes all they tell her, and that their 
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fond attachment proceeds from real l/ove—she consents to be- 
come a “‘sister;”? her vows are annual, her treatment is most 
kind and affeetionate, soon sheis advised to take the ‘‘black 
veil,”? and then her doom is fixed. She takes a vow to devote 
the remainder of her life to the religious exercises practised in 
the nunnery—and transfers her property to the church, for the 
goodof her soul. And afier that is done, she then and only 
then, sees her true situation. Whatever else may constitue a 
part of her vow, certain it is, that vow confines her within the 
walls of a nunnery for life. Isshethen a slave for life or afree 
woman? After a little she finds she has been deceived, advan- 
taye has been taken of her youth and inexperience, and she de- 
sires to regain her liberty, but it is invain; she is referred to her 
vow, and unless she can escape, her life is that of a slave and 
she is miserable. Miss Neal is certified by the Faculty to be 
deranged on but one subject, she desired to live without eating, 
she does not complain (as hundreds have before her) of harsh 
treatment; but she does, knowing and appreciating her political 
piivileges as an American citizen, complain, that she was im- 
prisoned contrary to her will; and on all subjects except the one 
above mentioned the Faculty admit she is in her sound senses. 

I would here ask whether derangement on the subject of living 
without eating may not have been produced by the nunnery 
system of fasts. If so, then her confinement in the institution 
has had the effect of deranging her mind. 

The public press appears to me to be more infatuated than a 
young novice. The press in Baltimore, with but few exceptions 
is a political press, and yet under the guise of preserving the 
peace of the city, they advocate the cause of the minority; yes— 
a vast minority, a minority of more than three hundredths, for 
the protestants in wealth and number exceed the sum of the 
Catholics as a hundred to three. 

That of which I most complain, is, that whilst the people are 
boasting of their liberty, political and civil, and on that ground 
advocating tolerance to the Catholics, they seem to forget, that 
the Roman Catholic principles encouraged and carried out, result 
in slavery. Asa protestant I would desire to see protestant prin- 
ciples pervade society, but our constitution admits of free tolera- 
tion in religious opinions,and in their expression. I therefore le- 
gally oppose them, but I am yet to learn that if I through youthful 
ignorance or any other cause deprive myself of my liberty, and 
again desire to resume it, (and that not in contravention to the 
law of the land) that I cannot do so;and yet such is the result of 
lif establishment of nunneries.—the black veil and slavery for 
ofe. 

I am told by our newspaper editors, the law is open to the suf- 
ferers; this is a most important and fatal mistake. If I am con- 
fined in the penitentiary or illegally detained in jail, I can see 
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my lawyer, and through him can have my case brought before a 
court of justice—but no such opportunity is afforded to the un- 
fortunate prisoners in a nunnery or convent. There is an entire 
seclusion from the world. No oath of illegal imprisonment can be 
there administered, and consequently no sheriff with a habeas 
corpus does enter. Upon the reeent occasion, a committee of 
three was requested to enter the convent; to see what, and to 
talk to whom ?—those who staid there willingly; but think you 
the disaffected were allowed to be present? Oh no, and even 1 
they were, they were surrounded by those who could punish them 
if they dared to speak their sentiments, and who, if they did 
could have them removed elsewhere, before legal assistance 
could have been procured. 

Let those therefore who advocate religious toleration under the 
constituticn, draw the distinction between that constitutional 
privilege in tts proper and legitimate exercise and those practTi- 
ces which arise from such toleration. The constitution says 
‘enjoy your opinion but preserve and protect your /iberty.”’ If 
therefore the Roman Catholics have, in carrying out the detail 
of their religion, established institutions which produce slavery 
—is that also a constitutional privilege? No other religious de- 
nomination requires high fences around their houses or iron bars 
on the windows, orin any part of the institution, and why 
should the Roman Catholics be surrounded with such symbols 
of slavery?—Why are not their gratings wood? The reason is 
very plain—the slave; iron bound slave, desires her liberty, and 
wood is not strong enough to restrain her. 

These convents and_nunneries differ from all other secret as- 
sociations. The jails and penitentiaries are visited by the grand 
juries and other citizens. You enter a Masonic lodge, but you 
return again to the world, your family and friends; ‘but once 
enter a nunnery and farew ell to all—no matter what you witness, 
no matter what you suffer, no matter if compelled to be present 
at conventions for subverting the constitution of your country, 
there you and your information remain,—the iron bars forbid 
your exit, and the “‘muria aherea”’ arrests your cries. 

Who is to be blamed for these disturbances? None but the 
people who establish and sustain those institutions. They 
make laws and adopt a mode of proceeding which results on 
exposure,in outbreaks of the people. it is not the case in re- 
lation to any other sect or denomination of religious people. 
Why is the good they perform to be hid under a bushel? Why 
do they not allow their “‘light to shine before men?” Why are 
they so secret? Let it be answered that all secret associations 
are dangerous to liberty; and if our legislators are determined to 
foster these nunneries and convents, by granting them acts of 
incorporation and otherwise, they would at least act wisely if 
after what we have known to result from such associations, even 
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in the United States, they would require that they should subs 
mit their establishments and inmates to be inspected and com= 
municated with, in such manner as is practised in similar insti- 
tutions where confinement is practised. Let our grand juries, 
the great preservers of our peace, the bulwark of our liberties, 
have power to visit all such places and make such investiga- 
tions as to them may seem proper. When this is done, religious 
and political freedom will both be better guarded and protected; 
but if this or some similar plan be not adopted, it must result in 
this country as it has already in many parts of Europe—the In- 
quisition and Monasteries will soon require to be put down b 
the strong arm of the law. Adopt such a course, and the In- 
quisition, Monasteries and their usual practices will not vegetate 
in the United States; but without it, we shall have as elsewhere 
the full grown upas tree—which will overshadow and poison 
every thing within the reach of its baneful influence. | 
In conclusion, to the conductors of the public press who exercise 
a lopsided neutrality, I would say, that the course you now 
pursue must result in an immensity of evil, as it has done where- 
ever the press has been gagged, as it is on this subject generally 
in the United States. Itis to you the majority of the public 
look for information on all subjects of public interest. The 
difference between Romanism and Protestantism has shaken the 
foundation of perhapsevery government in Europe, and to sup- 
pose the samestate of things will not happen here is ridiculous. 
The public ask for light, give it to them—you are indirectly 
sustaining the minority, and that too, .contrary to your own 
avowed principles on religion. Go onthus to give the minority 
support until it grows larger and stronger, and if you want to 
know what must be the result look to the history of England 
and Europe generally for the last three hundred years: Let the 
subject be freely and openly discussed, I do not mean that you 
should surrender a greater portion of your paper to this, than to 
any other subject of public and vital importance, but give it a 
fair proportion. Give the public light, one or other of the par- 
ties where the difference is so total must be in error—let them 
see both sides of the question, (and avoid personalities) and the 
matter will be so settled, that we never shall have either to dread 
or meet the results of the same controversy as have trans- 
pired in those countries where both church and state have con- 
spired to keep the people in ignorance. It is useless to say the 
Americans are a thinking and a reflecting people; all this pre- 
supposes acquired information, which is not within the reach of 
thousands except the press will give it tothem. Political and 
religious liberty are the two great desiderata of mankind, and 
whilst you are willing to enlighten on the one, you are equally 


bound to give them information on the other. B. C, 
57 
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THE SCOTTISH COVBNANTERS. 


I. 


Can virtue’s friend, who uncontroled may climb the heathery steep, 
Gaze scornfully where guards the cairn the martyr’s blood-bought sleep, 
And say, ‘“‘A fanatic lies here;” and with a pitying smile 

Descant on mad enthusiasts,—the ignorant, the vile? 


If. 


Enthusiasts! by the ireeman’s step, that treads on Scottish strand; 
By the pure faith that sanctifies the altars of the land; 

By hymns of praise at morn and eve, unawed by fear or shame, 
Poured from her peaceful hamlet homes—still honored be the name, 


Ill. 


Enthusiasts! would the proudly wise, who flings his scorn and sneer, 
On graves and names long hallowed by the patriot’s love and tear— 
Would he, when gleams in mount and vale the persecutor’s brand, 
To quench with blood the altar-fires of his own father-land; 


IV. 


When all around are fainting hearts and falsehood’s hollow smile, 
The bloody foe, the traitorous friend, fierce war, and covert guile; 
No hope on earth, unless he quit the banner of his Gop, 

And crouch a slave upon the land, where his free fathers trod; 


V. 


Would he renounce all earth-born joys, and choose his wintry bed 
On howling heath, with darkness round, and tempest o’er his head; 
And, trusting in no arm of flesh, undaunted face the fires, 

The axe, the torture, and the sword, like Scotland’s covenant sires ? 


VI. 


If on the plains where Wallace fought, the patriot’s bosom swell, 

And the bold Switzer drops a tear upon the grave of ‘Tell, 

Shall Christians with irreverent eye, behold the wild flowers wave 
Above the mound, once stained with blood, the covenant hero’s grave ? 


VII. 


They sleep where, in a darker day, by dreary moss and fen, 
Their blood bedewed the wild heath flower, in many a lonely glen: 
When forced to flee their humble homes, for Scotland’s covenant Lord, 


They grasped to save their holiest rights, the Bible and the sword. 
VIII. 


They rest in peace—the Enthusiasts! who unreluctant flung 

To earth the proffered gold, and scorned the lures of courtly tongue; 
They rest in peace, who knew no rest, when with loud curses driven, 
And hunted ’mid the wintry fells, and ’reft of all but heaven. 
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[For the Baltimore Literary and Religious Magazius. } 


VOLUNTARY SOCIETIES. 


Ir is known to every observer of passing events, that various 
circumstances have occurred recently, tending to draw attention 
to those popular associations, denominated voluntary societies. 
The very commendable stand taken by the Presbyterian Church in 
determining to conduct Foreign Missions by her own Board of 
Missions, has led some writers to throw out insinuations against 
her, as though she were about to array herself against the Am. Bible 
Society, and all others of a voluntary character. New as there 
seems to be much looseness of declamativun on this subject, to- 
gether with the manifestation of an attachment to these societies 
almost idolatrous, it may not be amiss to present a few thoughts, 
that may serve to guard the minds of some against erroneous con- 
clusions touching this matter. A full discussion is not aimed it, 
but rather the presentation of some things that we consider funda- 
mental on the subject, and which may serve as topics on which 
others may meditate and enlarge. 

The position which we assume as correct and scriptural is this: 
—That Ged, in providing for the wants and the welfare of man, as @ 
social being, gave directions for the organization of no more than two 
kinds of societies. One is the Church, or ecclesiastical govern- 
ment; the other is the State, or civil government. Of course we 
now speak of society in a view more extended than that of the fam- 
ily relation. 

That God established a church in the world will not be denied 
by any Christian; and it appears to me equally plain, that he 
provided expressly for civil government; with all due deference to 
those who make a great noise about the social compact. “The 
powers that be are ordained of God;” this certainly teaches the 
fact that civil government is an ordinance of God. As to the best 
forin of government, either in church or state, this question is not 
involved in our subject. Inasmuch then as God was fully acquaint- 
ed with the nature of man, with his condition as a member of so- 
ciety and with all the circumstances of that condition, it is reason- 
able to suppose that the provisions of infinite wisdom would be 
sufficient. That is, that if men would see to it, that both church 
and state should perform their appropriate functions ; each moving 
in its proper sphere, and moving aright; where would be the ne- 
cessity, we ask, for the organization of any other society? No 
other truly benevolent society performs any work, that does not pro- 
perly belong either to one or the other of these Divine institutions. 
Take, for example, some of those that are religious in their aspect. 
If the church in her organized capacity had attended faithfully to 
the command of the Saviour—‘'Go preach the gospel to every 
creature,’ need we ever have heard of any voluntary Missionary 
Societies? If she had taken special care that her children and all 
others, as far as practicable, should be enabled to search the scrip- 
tures, the phrase ‘‘ Bible Society,’’ might have been yet unwritten. 
And so of other kindred associations. The same reasoning will 
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hold good, with regard to those voluntary societies, whose opera- 
tions connect them partly with religion and morals, and partly 
with the functions of civil government. That all such as are de- 
nominated Temperance, Colonization, or Anti-Slavery Societies, 
haye this two-fold bearing, could easily be made appear were it ne- 
cessary. Now on the supposition generally assumed by these, 
that Intemperance and Slavery are evils and require a remedy, what 
ean be done by any or all of them, that might not as well be done 
by the church and the state, in their appropriate sphere? As we 
do not intend to enlarge, however, and as our train of thought must 
now be apparent, it is time to give some explanations, and answer 
such queries as naturally present themselves to the minds of those 
who have not investigated the subject. 

1. The question then arises here, did those good men who unit- 
ed in forming such societies do wrong in this matter; and should 
they all be dissolved at once, on the ground that they usurp the 
prerogatives of Divine institutions? We answer, by no means. It 
cannot be denied that several of them at least have proved a great 
blessing both to the church and the world. Bui the sole ground 
on which their formation and continuance can be justified is, that 
the church, or the state, or both failed in the fulfitment of their du- 
ties; and that there was no good reason to believe that expostula- 
tion on the part of those who perceived the defect, would have 
been of any avail in leading them to perform the work for which 
the societies were organized. When this state of things occurred, 
we humbly conceive that judicious men might then act without a 
violation of moral principle. And that it has occurred on many 
subjects cannot fairly be denied. Take as an illustration the sub- 
ject of Temperance, fifieen years ago. Church officers and mem- 
bers distilled and sold the intoxicating draught, and State laws h- 
censed the traffic, Nor did individual remonstrance avail in the 
‘east to change this state of things. Consequently, a society, or 
united effort was demanded; and it has proved a blessing indeed. 
Yet still, wherever churches, in their organized capacity have taken 
up the work in earnest, there most has been accomplished ; and 
we may see something of the potency of state action, in the effect 
produced by the late Act of the Legislatures of Massachusetts and 
Tennessee. If mere human societies can do much in opposition 
to vice, surely such organizations as are appointed of God for the 
very purpose of being “a terror to evil doers,” can do more. It 
follows then, if we are correct in these views, that before any com- 
pany of men organize themselves into a society to accomplish 
some important benevolent work, of the kind specified; they should 
know that they cannot prevail on their respective church connections 
to undertake it as a body, or if it be appropriately a business of civil 
government, that the state will not act efficiently in the matter. It 
will then be proper for them to proceed; but they should do it with 
two objects specifically in view. One is, of course, to effect the 
purpose for which they associate, in the use of proper means: the 
Other, to arrest the attention of church, or state—as the case may 
be—by proving to them that the object is good, and that it can be 
accomplished. And the moment such an effect is produced, as 
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that the church, or the state, manifests all readiness to go forward 
in the matter, there should then be a perfect willingness on the 
part of the voluntary association to dissolve the body; and thus 
shew that they do not consider a mere human institution perma- 
nent, or on a par with that which is of Divine appointment. If 
they refuse to act in this way, they should take the ground that 
church and state are not Divine institutions, or that voluntary soci- 
eties have the same sanction, Consistency requires this at their 
hands. 

2. The incidental tendencies of voluntary societies are of great 
importance, and should be closely observed. | 

That some of them are good, aad some very bad, can easily be 
shewn ; but we have room only to glance at the subject. The an- 
niversary meetings of these societies have brought good men more 
closely together, and have thus removed sectarian prejudices, and 
given wider scope for the exhibition of that important truth, that all 
real followers of Christ agree in essential matters, however much 
they may differ in such as are only circumstantial. This is certain- 
ly a beneficial result, and we give these societies due credit. Ob- 
werve, on the other hand, the tendency of these meetings in leading 
many to glory in their organizations, and speak of them in such a 
way as to shew that they consider the church of Christ herself, in 
her organized capacity, as eclipsed by these luminaries! Notice 
also the insinuations and even sneers that appear in some pa- 
pers, as to the unfitness of church courts for managing missionary 
and other operations, in which large sums of money must be hand- 
led, as though none but sharpers were wise enough to attend to 
this department; and forgetting too that Elders, Deacons, &c. are 
often merchants, and sufficiently numerous to co-operate with the 
clergy in this business. It is no uncommon thing to hear compar- 
jsons drawn between the harmonious anniversaries, of these socie- 
ties, and the meetings of church bodies of different denominations, 
in which discordant feelings are aften elicited ; and those who talk 
most about it are usually such as have pever reflected enough to be 
able to give any rational account of the matter. Those ministers that 
take a leading part in the one, are generally such as take a similar 
stand inthe other. Hence the triumph manifested by the characters 
alluded to, rests on the supposition that the Lard made a mistake in 
organizing a church; that it would have been better to leave the 
whole matter to voluntary societies. In order to test the matter 
more fully, however, let a society be formed to transact all kinds 
of church business that involve differences of opinion—all cases of 
discipline that excite deep feeling, &&c.—-and Jeave to church judi- 
catories only such matters as occupy the attention of the associa- 
tions now in existence—and especially those about which true 
Christians can unite—and perhaps we will then see whether the 
mere term voluniary can act as a charm to dispel all discord from 
human society. But as matters now stand, the character of the 
church must suffer; and it will continue to suffer until she learns 
to do her appropriate work in her organized capacity, 

Finally. The tendency of the age is to despise governments, 
and refuse submission even to good laws. Has not the rage for 
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voluntary societies some connection with this spirit? If they con- 
tinue to occupy the place of the church and of civil government, 
and take the same place in our affections that has hitherto been 
given to the latter; neglect, if not contempt of these institutions 
will soon follow, and then they willbe esteemed as shackles, or as a 
burden that freemen should not bear. Do we not hear already, the 
cry of ‘‘no government” sounded by those who are leaders in vol- 
untary societies; and in some places, contempt for public authority 
is carried so far, that the civil magistrate bears the sword in vain. 
The cry of ‘‘no church,”’ may soon follow, 

The writer is a member of several voluntary associations, and 
helps them according to his ability; he would guard however, 
against the tendency to abuse, which is obviously connected with 
such bodies; and so soon as the church can be induced to do her 
own work, and thus ‘‘come up to the help of the Lord against the 
mighty,” he will cheerfully vote for a dissolution of them all. 

S. S. 


>» 





MEMOIRS, TO SERVE AS A HISTORY OF THE SEMI-PELAGIAN CONTRO- 
VERSY IN THE PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH. 


No. XII. 


Original Minutes and Signatures, of the Body that issued the Act 
and Testimony. 


We have been fortunate enough to secure the lost minutes of the 
body which issued the Act and Testimony; and now present them to 
our readers—together with a few memoranda, for three of the mem- 
bers of the body. For our part, we consider these precious relics; and 
sincerely hope that the original signers of that important document, 
—will one and all do the church the favor to record whatever is on 
their minds touching those dark days—which in their judgment it 
may be useful to preserve. 

The following papers were drawn forth, by a notice published by 
us, and at our request in other journals. 


Union, Va. December 24th, 1838. 
Rev. Wa. M. ENGLEs: ll 


Rev. and Dear Sir; 


I perceive in the last Presbyterian a call for the minutes relating to 
The Actand Testimony of 1834. I think it possible, 1 have the only 
minutes of the meeting, in existence. The original copy is now before me; 


it is as follows, viz: 
“Phila. May 26th, 1834. 
(Lecture Room 7th Pres, Ch.) 


At a meeting of a number of ministers and elders of the 
Presbyterian Church, convened for the purpose of deliberating 
on the best method of promoting the interests of said church in 
the present crisis: The house was called to order, and the Rev. 


WA cain hides nae 
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William Wylie appointed chairman, who addressed the throne 
of grace for the blessing and direction of God. 


The Rev. D. R. Preston was appointed secretary of the 
meeting. 

After a free interchange of views on the objects of the meet- 
ing, Rev. Messrs. J. V. Brown, Alexander A. Campbell, W. 
D. Snodgrass, and A. B. Dodd, and Messrs. Dunn and Boyd, 
were appointed a committee to prepare a protest against the 


judgment of the General Assembly this day rendered in the case 


of the Second Presbytery of Philadelphia against the Synod of 
Philadelphia; for adoption, and signature by the members of 
the present General Assembly. 

A committee of nine was appointed to prepare an Act and 
Testimony to the churches, on the present crisis of the church; 
consisting of the following persons, viz: Rev. R. J. Breckin- 
ridge, Dr. Green, Dr. Snodgrass, and Messrs. Gray, Alexander 
M’Farlane, Boyd, Winchester, Dr. H. Campbell, and William 
Wylie. The meeting adjourned to meet in the Seventh Presby- 


terian church on Wednesday evening at half past seven o’clock. 
Concluded with prayer. 





Wednesday evening, May 28th, half past 7 o’clock. 


The meeting convened agreeably to adjournment. Constitu- 
ted by prayer. The minutes of the last meeting were read. 

The committee appointed to prepare an Act and Testimony to 
the churches reported. Dr. Green, Dr. H. Campbell, and Messrs. 
Engles, Wm. Latta, Steel, and Gray were appointed a commit- 
tee to to take into consideration the report, with power to offer 
such amendments as may be necessary, and to report to the next 


meeting. Adjourned to meet on Friday morning at six o’clock. 
Concluded with prayer. 





Friday, May 30th, 6 o’clock, A. M. 


The meeting convened. Rev. Wm. Lattainthe chair. Con- 
stituted by prayer. 

The committee appointed to prepare a protest reported; 
which report after some consideration was postponed, and re- 
committed to the same committee, to make such amendments as 
were directed by the meeting. 

The committee appointed to take into consideration the Act 
and Testimony, reported several amendments. The Act and Tes- 
timony was then adopted. 

Rev. Messrs. Engles, Winchester, McKean, and Dr. Mitchell, 
were appointed a committee to superintend the publication and 
circulation afthe Act and Testimony. 


Adjourned to meet at eight o’clock this evening.—Concluded 
with prayer. | 


D. R. Preston, See’y. 
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It is necessary for mé to state here, that I was preverited by severe ill- 
hess, from attending the next, and subsequent meetings. 1 believe, how- 
ever, there was little done, except to obtain the signatures to the Act and 

estimony, and perhaps some conversation about ways and means to de- 
fray the expense of publication. If my memory serves, I learned this 
thuch from other members. I suppose my absenge from the concluding 
meetings was not observed, consequently no one oe appointed sétretary 
in my absence—nor did | ever receive any directions as to the disposition 
of the minutes. I have frequently thought of publishing them, in past 
days of misrepresentation. I now send them to you, not doubting but the 
members of the original meeting will concur in such act—for we have no- 
thing to conveal—our cause has never n¢eeded the veil of night. Wh 
then should [ withhold the minutes? In contrasting our present state wit 
that of *34, when we were few, despised by our enemies, and suspected by 
friends, are we not bound to bless God, and take courage. ‘To Him be all 
the glory; to Him all the glory belongs. 

Your brother in Gospel bonds. 


D. R. Preston 


The foregoing letter and minutes, were forwarded to us, by Dr. 
Engles of Philadelphia, to whom, as the former expresses on its 
face, they were sent; with the note which follows. 


Philadelphia, Jany. 5th, 1839. 
Dear Brother Breckinridge: 


Agreeably to the call in the Presbyterian, the minutes relating to 
the Act and Testimony have been sent me, and are now transmitted. I 
searched for the original draft of the Act and Testimony, but was unable 
to find it. I can state however, that the committee met in my study, and 
several alterations were made in the phraseology, and a few erasures— 
chiefly I think to soften some points. I suggested the addition of the eighth 
Recommendation and | think of the sixth. My object as then stated was 
to keep the matter alive during the year. The paper was first published 
in the Presbyterian; June 12th, 1834, with the signatures of thirty-seven 
ministers and twenly-seven elders. Affect. yours. 


W. M. ENGLEs. 


We now add some exceedingly interesting details, from the pen 
of the venerabie Dr. Green of Philadelphia. 


Philadelphia, Jan. 5th, 1839. 
Rev. and Dear Sir: 
i In compliance with a requést contained in the last No. of the ‘*Bal- 
timore Literary and Religious Magazine,” that ‘the original signers” of 
the Act and ‘Testimony, would communicate ‘‘notices of the facts relating 
to the first signing of it.” I now submit to you what occurs to my recol- 
lection, in regard to the origin and issuing of that important paper. 

{t is much to be regretted, that the minutes of the meetings which were 
held at the period in contemplation, cannot be found. If my memory 
does not deceive me, | have seen and read those minutes, long since they 
were made. I[t even occurred to me, that they might be among the loose 
papers which have been accumulating in my study, for four or five years 
past, and I spent the greater part of a day in looking them all carefuliy 
over, in hope of finding the desiderata; but my search has been in Vain. 

I know that you were requested to make the draught that you prepared; 
but, as far as I know, it was by individuals, who had not yet taken the form 
of a committee.* It was with equal surprise and, ratification, that 1 was 
TE 


* It was by a vote of the convention on the motion of the Rev. Dr, Snodgrass, now of Troy, 
N. Y.—([EptTs. 
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called out of the General Assembly, into the grave yard back of the 
church where the Assembly sat to hear the reading of what you had _pre- 
pared. You read sitting on a tomb stone, to a considerable number of us— 
some sitting, and more standing; but all listening with the most intense 
earnestness. You told us, when you came to the statement of erroneous 
doctrines prevalent in the church, that you had been spending a large part 
of a day with Mr., now Dr. Hodge, on the list of heresies; and had put 
=— — which he did not agree with you, had been broached in the 
church. 

After we heard the paper, it was agreed to have a meeting of such 
members of the Assembly, and of such other ministers and elders, as were 
known to be favourable to our views, and who were then in the city. 
Notice of the first and of several subsequent meetings, were if I mistake 
not, put up publicly on the door of the church in which the General As- 
sembly held their sessions.—Of this fact, however, [ could wish that other 
memories beside mine were consulted, before it is publicly affirmed. Notices 
and measures hostile to the sentiments of the New Schoolmen were, I know, 
In several instances, given, in the manner | have mentioned; and I think, 
but in this am not positive, that one in relation to the Act and Testimony 
was of the number. Not that we were invited to attend a meeting to de- 
liberate on a publication to be issued under that title; but to consult on the 
measures which the dangerous and critical state of the church rendered in- 
dispensable. The title to be given to our publication was a matter of 
grave discussion, and brother Engles had more to do with that point than 
any other member.—I think you left the city soon after the paper was 
written.* 

After the reading of the paper, a Committee was appointed to review it; 
and to propose alterations and amendments, if such were deemed necessary, 
to be discussed and decided on at the next meeting. Our meetings, of which 
there were several, were always held in the evening; as the members of 
the Assembly could not attend at any other time; although there was 
much conversation in private, through the day, in regard to the best course 
to be pursued. ‘The meetings were held in the school house adjoining and 
belonging to the church. Nor was it made a point to exclude our oppo- 
nents. ies of thein were likely to attend, we were well aware; but we 
made no concealment of our purpose; and I mistake if there were not 
videts from among them, though no speaker, at some, if not all our 
meetings. 

When the committee to whom your draft was referred, made their re- 

rt, few alterations were proposed—none as far as I recollect, except by 

ir. Engles and myself. My alterations (for those of Mr. Engies I have no 
recollection of farther than that some were iy ange comyperees almost wholly, 
if not altogether, of slight additions to the first three paragraphs; ani I 
think they were all adopted. But 1 am perfectly clear that more, far more, 
than nine-tenths of the paper as it went before the public, and is now he- 
fore the world, remained exactly as you penned it at first. 

In the last volume, the twelfth, of the Christian Advocate, for the month 
of June, (18$4,) you may see a copy of the Act and Testimony, as it was 
first issued—with its title, date of publication, and the original signers— 


* The establishment of the principle elective affinity, the denial of the right of presbyteries to ex- 
amine applicants in all cases—ihe security given to semi-pelagianism by a series of acts and 
adjudications, and the denial of power and means of resisting it; these things created the crisis, 
which induced the convention to come as it were spontaneously together.—The Senior Editor of 
this Magazine, left Philadelphia before the convention broke up, leaving with the late Dr. Ma- 
graw, Mr. John Gray of Easton, and a few friends like minded, authority to add his name. He 
presumes it was added by the first named gentleman ; as it follows next to his, The title of the 
paper “— by the drafter.—Eptre. 
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thirty-seven clergymen and twenty-seven laymen. It was completed and 
signed just about a week before the rising of the General Assembly of 1834. 
The doings of that Assembly, or the most important part of them,were re- 
viewed at length, and with particularity and many strictures, in the several 
monthly Nos. of the Advocate, till the close of that year and the termina- 
tion of the work. The two last numbers contain a defence of the Act and 
Testimony—the last one of all, is devoted to a reply to an article in the 
Biblical Repertory, from the pen of professor Hodge. 

What influence the publications in the Advocate ‘might have had, in 
waking up the church to a sense of its danger and its duty, and thus pre- 
‘podoe for the decisive action which ultimately freed it from its thraldom, 

pretend not to say. Ilaboured most assiduously to produce this effect, for 
the seven last years of my editorship; and my publication was widely cir- 
culated, although never very numerously subscribed for. But whoever 
and whatever were the agencies and instrumentalities employed, we ought 
to be deeply sensible that it was God who preserved and delivered our 
church. When I look back, I am surprised that we were not swallowed 
up in heresy and misrule. Our opponents had it in their power to ruin us; 
und I verily believe it was in their inclination (I speak of the leaders of the 
party) as much as in their power, to change the whole of our ecclesiasti- 
cal system—not much perhaps in form, yet substantially and totally in fact, 
afier the example of Geneva, and the Neologists of Germany. But a 
merciful God restrained them, and overruled both their mistakes and our 


own neglects, to bring our affairs to the happy crisis which we unexpectedly. 


witnessed, at the meeting of the General Assembly of 1837. Among the se- 
condary causes which had influence in leading to the events which then took 
place, 1 have always thought and said, that the Act and ‘Testimony was 
the most powerful and important. It roused the church, and eoncentrated 
the views and action of her best friends. Before the issuing of that paper, 
there seemed to be no genera) opinion that any reform could take 
place, except by laboring after it in the usual routine of the church courts; 
although I stated in the General Assembly of 1834, and afterwards re- 
peated it in the Advocate, that if the course pursued were persisted in; 
the orthodox must, and [ thought would resort to first principles- 
But it was the Act and ‘Testimony that prepared us for this, and showed us 
that there was a large part, and the best part of the church, ready and de- 
termined to take this ground, if the Assembly of 1837 should follow in the 
footsteps of that of the preceding year. In such an event, I have no 
doubt that we should have raised, and rallied under the banner of the 
constitution.* But how different would have been our situation from what 
it is at present! We should have appeared as Seceders, and the New 
Schoolmen as the regular General Assembly. It was with great propriety 
that, on your motion, the first act of our convention in 18387, after it ap- 
peared that we had a majority in the Assembly, was, to offer up our united 
and fervent thanks to God, for his merciful interposition in our behalf. Let 
us never forget it, nor cease to praise him for our deliverance. 


Respectfully and affectionately yours, 
Rev. R. J. Breckinridge. 


We have also been fortunate enough to lay our hands on what 
we suppose is a copy of the first separate impression of the Act and 
Testimony; to which are attached the names of the original sign- 
ers. It isin the form of a tract of four pages 8vo; double columns 


ASHBEL GREEN. 





* The friends of reform in the Presbyterian church—from 1831 to ’37, were divided in senti- 
ment, as to the facts andevents which should decide the lawfulness and timerousness of seces- 
sion: Itis generally known, and was always openly declared by the Editors of this Magazine— 


that they were opposed to secession so long as the truth might be preached and error combatted 
m the bosom of the church.—Eprrs, 
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of print, occupying three pages; and at the bottom of the last 
column, two short columns of names; the first containing the 
names of 37 ministers, the second of 27 ruling elders—making in 
all the 64 original signers. The document itself is dated thus, 
“Philadelphia, May 27, 1834:”—the tractis headed ‘‘The Presby- 
terian Extra, Philadelphia, June 19, 1834.”—It is with mingled 
sentiments of veneration and tenderness, that we recall to public 
observation these once derided names. It was a great duty to 
which God called them; and in his gracious strength they simply, 
courageously performed it; not knowing whither it would conduct 
them, or whereunto it would itself grow. How nobly did the 
church respond to them! How signally has God owned and bless- 
ed their movement! How close and absolute is the connexion be- 
tween that movement in ’34,—the mighty conflict of ’37, and the 
great deliverance consummated in 739! 

Ministers.—James Magraw, Robert J: Breckinridge, James 
Latta, Ashbel Green, Samuel D. Blythe, S. H. Crane, J. W. 
Scott, William Latta, Robert Steel, Alexander A. Campbell, 
John Gray, James Scott, Joshua L. Wilson, Alexander M’Far- 
lane, Jacob Coone, Isaac N. Candee, Robert Love, James W. 
M’Kennan, David R. Preston, William Wylie, William M. 
Engles, Cornelius H. Mustard, James C. Watson, William L. 
Breckinridge, John A. Symmes, I. V. Brown, David M’Kinney, 
George Marshall,benezer H. Snowden, Oscar Harris, William 
J. Gibson, William Sickels, Benjamin F’. Spilman, George D. 
M’Cuenn, George W. Janvier, Samuel G, Winchester, George 


Junkin. 


E.pers.—Samuel Boyd, Edward Vanhorn, Williamson Dunn, 
James Algeo,* James’ Agnew, Henry M’Keen, Charles Davis, 
William Wallace, A. D. Hepburn, Joseph P. Engles, James 
M‘Farren, A. Symington, A. Bayless, Wm. Agnew, George 
Morris, Hugh Campbell, Thomas M‘Keen, James Wilson, 
Daniel B. Price, Carver Hotchkiss, Charles Woodward, W. A. 
G. Posey, James Carnahan, Moses Reed, James Steel, George 


Durfor, John Sharp. 


We had thought of adding a note or two, to a portion of these 
names. But the time is not yet come. We find that several are 
gone to their rest; and what is curious, amongst these, and per- 
haps only, the first name of each class of signers—James Magraw, 
D. D., of Cecil Co., Md., a minister; and Samuel Boyd, Esq. of 
Brooklyn, N. Y., a ruling elder. Mr. Boyd’s death was in an- 
Other respect remarkable. During the trial of the great church 
case at Nisi Prius, a few ministers and ruling elders, held several 
meetings in the rooms of our Board of Domestic Missions in 
Sansom street, Phila.; in which they sought by prayerto God and 
mutual conference, direction on these points: (1) What ought the 
church to do if this case is finally lost? (2) What if itis gained? 
(3) What, if its decision is long protracted? These were precious 
and important meetings, in many ways. No public notice hag 
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been taken of them; none is perhaps necessary;—we hope how- 
ever, their minutes will be preserved. At one of these meetings, 
the most crowded and important one,—-we sat by the side of Mr. 
Boyd. That night he was attacked with fatal disease; and in three 
days, was asleep in Jesus. : 

Let us never cease to remember with humility, that on that list 
there was one apostate; Cornelius H. Mustard of Delaware, a min- 
ister; who publicly retracted his signature. We do question his 
desire to do his duty, as it appeared to him, both in giving and 
withdrawing his name. But we record his example asa sad proof 
of human weakness, and a solemn warning to all. 





THE NUMBER OF THE BEAST 18 666. Rev. x11. 18. 


Some years ago a distinguished citizen of Va. whose name 
we forbear to mention, as he is now dead—published a critical 
and historical exposition of the Revelation of John the Di- 
vine. Before the pamphlet, (for it was nothing more) was is- 
sued; its author, with great flourish of trumpets, put forth a procla- 
mation on his honor as a gentleman—that he had discovered and 
would perfectly solve all the mysteries of that book—and especial- 
ly that couched under the Number 666. His pamphlet was most 
puerile and ridiculous; a mere ebullition of spite against the gospel 
of God, having no better support than overweaning vanity. We 
forget what solution he gave to “the number of the beast.’””—At 
that time the Rev. Dr. John Breckinridge had the control of the edi- 
torial columns of a religious newspaper published in Lexington, 
Ky.; and we remember the spontaneous and universal burst of ri- 
dicule, with which he overwhelmed the pamphlet and the solution; 
by showing, that on the principles of the author he might himself 
be the great beast intended,—as his own name written in Greek let- 
ters, on the principles of his solution on honour, contained the fatal 666! 

There is no end to the names that have been found, and may be 
manufactured, whose letters in whole or in part, may be made to 
count 666. While therefore we do not deny that some things have 
been well argued touching this matter,—we must say that great 
caution and sobriety are necessary in laying much stress on such 
uncertain expositions. 

Our own opinion is in accordance with that of those persons who 
give a very simple solution of this matter,, We think 666 is really 
to be taken as ‘‘the number of a man’?—that isa human number—a 
period of time; and the beast meant, is the Inquisition, which arose 
just 666 after the beginning of the Roman Apostacy. We take 
the incipience of the apostacy to be in the power of the popes to 
force conformity in doctrine by temporal punishments; that is, or- 
ganized persecution of the truth. This power, for 666 years was ex- 
ercised by the bishops; then it was found necessary to create a 
separate tribunal, on account of the extent to which heresy had 
spread; and the Inquisition was this tribunal. If any will examine 
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the subject they will find that this simple and natural exposition, 
covers every part of it—and fully explains it. 

We consider the following statements and explanations to say 
the least, curious, and therefore give them a place. They appeared 
originally in the Church of Ireland Magazine; in which they form- 
ed part of a review of Barlow on Antichrist. 

‘‘When the celebrated William Bedell; afterwards bishop of Kil- 
more, was staying at Venice as chaplainto Sir Henry Wotton, 
(King James’s ambassador to Venice during the interdict,) there 
came a Jesuit named Caraffa, to Venice, printed some theses of 
philosophy and Divinity which he dedicated to the pope, under 
the title of Paulo V., Vice Deo. 

“While Paulo, the illustrious historian of the council of Trent, 
and other learned men, were wondering at the measureless audacie 
ty of this title, Mr. Bedell first observed that the numeral letters of 
the words Paulo V., Vice Deo, being put together, made exactly 
666, the number of the beast in Revelations. 

‘‘Hereupon he communicated this to Paulo and other divines, 
and they carried it to the duke ‘and the senate. ‘It was entertain- 
ed,’ says Bishop Burnet, ‘almost as if it had come from heaven; 
and it was publicly preached over all their territories, that here was 
acertain evidence that the pope was antichrist. And it is like, 
this was promoted by them, more because they found it took 
with the Italians than that they could build much upon it; though 
it was as strong as the like computation of the Greek word Latei- 
nos, upon which some of the ancients laid some weight. Tris 
flew so over Italy, that lest it should take too much among the 
people, the Pope caused his emissaries to give it out every 
where that antichrist was now born in Babylon, and was descended 
of the tribe of Dan; and that he was gathering a vast army, with 
which he intended to come and destroy Christendom. Therefore 
all Christian princes were exhorted to prepare all their forces for re- 
sisting so great an invasion. With this piece of false news (which 
was given out very confidently) the other conceit was choked. But 
though Mr. Bedell makes use of it in his book against Wadsworth, 
yet he was too modest a man to claim the discovery of it to himself; 
but Sir Henry Wotton assured King James that he first observed it. 

‘‘We give a variety of these curious computations on this Apoca- 
lyptic number:— 

‘In the Apocalypse (chap. xiii. v. 18,) we read, ‘Let him that 
hath understanding count the number of the beast, for it is the 
number of a man, and his number is six hundred and three 
score and six.’ Let us look for a moment at the names taken by the 
Popes, and we shall arrive at an extraordinary result. 

“First name. Vicar-General of God upon earth—a name as- 
sumed by Pope Innocent III., who established the inquisition and 
originated the crusade against heretics. 

‘Second name. Vicar of the Son of God—a name taken by 
several Popes—Clements, Martins, Bonifaces, and Juliuses, and 
inscribed over the doors of the Vatican. 

“Third name. Paul V., God’s Vicar—a name recognised by the 
Pope, when so addressed by Bellarmine. 
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“Fourth name. Silvester Secundus—the Pope who first com- 
menced the crusades. 

“Fifth name. Lateinos—the Greek word for Latin, the name 
borne by the corrupt Western church, and the language i in which 
her superstitious and idolatrous services are performed. 

“Sixth name. LE. Latine Basileia—the Greek for Latin or Italian 
kingdom, which is the Pope’s territory, the seat of the beast. 

“Seventh name. Benediktos—the Greek name for the Pope who 
generalised the monastic life. 

“Eighth name. Romiuth—the Hebrew word for Roman, in 
which Papists glory, as the distinctive name of that constitution 
they call a church, every soul out of which is cursed. 
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‘Many other names of Popes, &c., in Hebrew, Greek and Latin, 
are coincident in making out the number of 666; and it is further 


remarkable, that until the time of the reformers, the word ‘mystery,’ 


mysterium, was inscribed upon the Pope’s mitre, according to the 
words of Scripture, ‘And upon her forehead was a name written, 
Mystery, Babylon the Great, the mother of Harlots and abomina- 
tions of the Earth.’ ” 
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THE TAX BOOK OF THE ROMAN CHANCERY. 


Joun 1 (dagger, no bad emblem of a persecuting Jesuit, or of 
an Inquisitor General of the Pope for the U. 8.) John Dagger 
—if that be the name he prefers, to his own, John England; is 
getting terribly misused abont the price of sin in his pure sect. The 
Rev. Mr. Fuiver,a Baptist minister of S. Carolina, used some 
expressions not quite reverential, in a Temperance memorial, and 
illustrated some position by the price of sin in the bosom of “holy 
mother;’’ when down came John Dagger England, in full pontifi- 
cals upon him, and through him upon the whole protestant com- 
munity. The worthy Bishop having long ago convinced himself 
that he has not a single sense which is worthy of the least credit 
in any thing it asserts; no doubt supposes every body else has the 
same sort of senses, and is as easily befooled as himself. And as 
the two things he is represented to love most, viz: good papal 
doctrine, and good liquor, were getting into trouble together; the 
paternal bowels of his lordship were moved to an unprecedented 
degree. In this paroxysm he has undertaken to prove, that all the 
world have been in error for about four hundred years, on the subject 
of Indulgencies, and other points therewith connected; that the 
whole sum of human testimony, immense as it is on those subjects, 
proves nothing; and that he John Dagger England, is just about 
the chap, that will set all the affair in its true light, and redeem at 
once liquor and papism from all suspicion and taint. 

There was once a man sued for damages done to a kettle which 
had been loaned to him—as it was aledged,and cracked in his service. 
His defence was; (1) That he had never had the kettle at all; (2) 
That the kettle had a crack in it when he got it; and (3) That it 
was sound when he returned it! This is a syllabus, mutatis mutan- 
dis, of Bishop England’s argument as published in the Charleston 
papers—about the ‘‘Yar Book of the Roman Chancery.” 

The Roman Ecclesiastics in this country, as over the earth, seem 
to have really lost all capacity as well as all erudition. They can 
neither speak nor write; and are as a body the most deplorably de- 
ficient even in professional attainments, of any other class in the 
community. This is the fifth or sixth of them who has come for- 
ward of late years in this country, to be immolated in honour of 
‘holy mother.’ May we not soon expect the honour of seeing Mr. 
Eccleston take to the quill or the rostrum? His canonicals fit him 
by this time we suppose? 

Our principal object in noticing this matter at present is to say, 
that as Bishop John Dagger England, says the ‘‘Taxr Book of 
he Roman Chancery;” is spurious and forged—we will, as soon as 
ve can command thie leisure and space, publish the principal chap- 

ers, if not the whole of the book, in the original Latin and witha 
iteral English translation, in successive numbers of this Magazine. 
Ne suppose the book itself is the best possible answer to his argu- 
nents against its being; as well as a full explanation of his reasons 
or denying its authenticity. 
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This is a bad country to sell sin in; and therefore the rate of ex- 
change of the Roman Chancery dont need to be exposed to vulgar 
eyes. A little traffic, in a quiet, honest way,—suits the present 
state of things better. It is a hard money business as yet; and the 
‘‘Banque du Pape’’—is therefore repudiated. We have two copies 
lying before us. 





[For the Baltimore Literary and Religious Magazine.) 


THE REVIEWER REVIEWED, OR SCHMUCKER’S THEOLOGY AGAIN. 


Messrs. Editors: 


ALTHOUGH encumbered by a multitude of other daties, I had 
for some time past intended in accordance with your former invi- 
tation, to transmit a contribution for your magazine, which so fear- 
lessly exposes the dangerous and antichristian principles of popery, 
in the so called Rome of America. The cause of Protestantism 
is one, in which, asin that of Tracts, Bibles and Sabbath Schools, 
individuals of the several Christian denominations, though differing 
among themselves, can harmoniously labor together; and I have ree 
peatedly heard as well from your own lips, as from my brethren in 
your city, that on subjects of common interest, you are a friend of 
mutual co-operation. An article in your last number however, 
seems to admonish me, that a communication of a different charac- 
ter, might at present be quite as appropriate; and although we are 
just in the closing and hurried week of the session, and the reply, 
to be in time for your next number, must be sent in a few days, I 
hasten to pen it. 

For some reason or other, one of your contributors has felt called 
on, to invite the attention of the public to a little work which I 
published six years ago, at the request first of the Synod of West 
Pennsylvania, and then of the General Synod; and which has since 
its publication, been recommended by different judicatories, inclu- 
ding the General Synod, as a correct exhibition of the views most 
generally entertained by the Lutheran church inthis country. As 
the work is designed chiefly for Lutheran laymen and theological 
students, as it attacks no other denomination, but treats all with re- 
spect, itis singular that the reviewer should at this late day recall 
the attention of the publicto it. This appears the more surprising, 
as he seems to regard the work as possessing claims of a very in- 
ferior order. After all the zeal with which the reviewer goes to 
work, and the zest with which he seems to devour his supposed 
victim, betray more confidence in the claims of the work, than he 
himself seems to be aware. But perhaps the solution of this mat- 
ter may be found in the fact, incidentally stated by him, that he 
found students of other denominations reading and praising the 
book—Hinc illz lacryme! Therefore it was necessary tu enrol the 
Popular Theology, in the Index Expurgatorius of Protestant 
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popery! Or, possibly the selection of the Popular Theology, as 
the point of attack, may be in part aruse de guerre, to warn his 
readers against looking at a plan for promoting brotherly union, re- 
cently proposed in the Appeal to the American Churches. Now if 
the reviewer felt it his duty to counteract the influence of either of 
these works, he had certainly a right to do so; but it was no less 
his duty to execute his task with candour and Christian fairness. 
As to his numerous unfriendly personal insinuations, his language 
of denunciation, his charges of heresy, é&c. &c., I shall assured- 
ly not take the trouble to answer them in any way. They may 
pass for what, in the eyes of impartial readers, they are worth. In- 
deed, the reviewer has so completely done, and overdone his work, 
has killed his foe thrice dead, or to pursue his own favorite martial 
figure, he has given his ‘‘trumpet’”’ such an overstrained blast, that 
it has yielded a stentorous, uncertain sound, and his impartial hear- 
ers will perceive that they must make some grains of allowance for 
the overheated ardor of their herald, and look elsewhere for a fair 
estimate of the book. I will only remark, in the language of the 
Biblical Repertory, who animadverting, on Dr. Channing’s charge 
that the Orthodox of Massachusetts, were aiming at the overthrow 
of religious liberty; ‘It is to be regretted that ‘the reviewer’ should 
so far forget himself, as to adopt the art of controversy, which con- 


sists in making the adversary odious, instead of proving him in 


error.”? 


Before the reviewer subjects the Popular Theology to the knife, 
he indulges in sume observations onthe Theology of Drs. Stoor and 
Flatt, which to the biblical scholar, must sound singular enough. 
He pronounces that work “‘very insipid and spiritless,” ‘‘a complete 
failure,”’ and ‘‘the whole almost a theological hoax.’ That the 
work would prove very insipid and spiritless toa man, whose read- 
ing has been so much in the polite literature of ‘‘Gulliver’s 
Travels” and the legands of ‘‘St. Patric,’? and who evinces such a 
fondness for the animated chase of hunting heretics, is not surpri- 
sing. That the lay reader may however judge of the appropriate- 
ness of the reviewer’s ridicule, it may be proper to make some ex- 
planation. During the last sixty years every part of the sacred 
canon has been assailed by the infidel critics of Germany. _ All the 
writings of antiquity have been ransacked for objections, either to 
the genuineness or integrity of every book of Scripture, but especi- 
ally of the New Testament. The integrity of some passages and 
the interpretation of others have been disputed. A series of philo- 
sophical systems more or less infidel, have deluged Germany and 
continental Europe, and threatened to overthrow the church of the 
Redeemer in the land of the Reformation. For thirty years, during 
the height of this intellectual war, Storr and Flatt were among the 
foremost of the few, who defended the cross of Christ, and ina 
Quarterly Magazine* and numerous other publications, presented 
the most able refutations of every form of critical and philosophi- 
cal infidelity, which Germany produced. In this thorough sifting 
of God’s word, many passages which the older divines (and per- 


* Flatt’s Magazin fur Dogmatick und moral. 
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haps some of our day, like the reviewer with ‘‘Cruden’s Concord- 
ance” for his guide,) adduced as proof of particular doctrines, were 
given up as inapplicable. Nowthe Theology of Dr. Storr is com- 
posed in view of all these assaults, gives a condensed view of the 
different objections and theories, with short refutations of them, 
vindicates the orthodox interpretation of the Scripture proofs for 
the trinity, divinity of Christ, &c., gives new interpretations of 
some passages and a thoroughly sifted collection of others; and in 
all these departments furnishes the student with specific references 
to the volume and page of the best works on both sides. In short, 
that work presents a plain, impartial statement, not of new doc- 
trinal discoveries, against which Storr contended, but of what remain 
as the clearly ascertained doctrines of the Bible, after it had passed 
through that fiery ordeal. In many cases it states merely results; 
and it is designed as a manual to conduct the student through the 
more extensive study of the different topics. That such a book 
could be fully appreciated only by those who have attained some 
proficiency in critical and philological studies is evident; and there 
is one Other method of accounting for the reviewer’s judgment of 
this work, which seems not to have occurred to him, namely, that 
however learned he may be in the whole circle of other sciences, 
he has paid but little attention to these. That the work is differ- 
ently estimated by many clergymen in our land, is evinced by the 
fact, that large and expensive as it is, two editions of one thousand 
copies each, have already been sold. But how men of the very 
first standing in the American church speak of the work, without 
necessarily agreeing with its author's views on every topic discuss- 
ed, their own written language, communicated to the writer 
at the time he published his translation, may show. Say, Drs. 
Alexander, Miller, and Hodge, ‘From the productions of Dr. 
Storr which have already fallen under their observation, the sub- 
scribers have been led to form a high estimate of his erudition, his 
judiciousness, his zeal for the fundamental doctrines of the gospel, 
of his habit of extensive and accurate investigation, and especially 
of his intimate acquaintance with the sacred Scriptures. These 
characteristics are abundantly manifested in the work you have now 
submitted to their examination. They conceive it to be one of 
great value in itself and particularly adapted to the state of theolo- 
gical literature in our country.’ Dr. Turner, professor of Bib. Lit. 
in the Episcopal Theol. Sem. in New York says: ‘‘To those who 
are at all acquainted with the author’s work, it is unnecessary to 
say one word of recommendation. It must be a gratifying circum- 
Stance to the friends of theological literature among us, that a 
system of divinity drawn up by so great a biblical scholar, is about 
to be presented to them in their vernacular tongue.”’ And professor 
Stuart of Andover, thus characterizes Dr. Storr and his work: “I 
have been acquainted with the character and principal works of 
Storr for some years. During the last twenty years of his life, he 
was considered, I believe, by all parties of theologians in Germany, 
asthe most distinguished defender of those sentiments, that are 
generally styled the doctrines of the Reformation, which that 
country then afforded. His Biblical Theology is a work of great 
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labor, of much thought and profound disquisition.’”?> The reader 
may judge how much the opinion of the reviewer is worth, who 
pronounces the publication of such a work ‘“‘almost a_ theological 
hoax.” 

We now proceed to the ill-fated Popular Theology, and as an 
evidence of our disposition to profit by the hint of the reviewer, 
(‘“‘lucus, a non lucendo,’’) we shall pursue the lucidus ordo of ex- 
posing first his misapprehensions, then his misrepresentations of 
the book, and finally his want of acquaintance with the subject in 
dispute, or (to use his own polite language) “ his flippancy in as- 
serting things to be so and so, without proof.”’ 

His first misapprehension relates to the phrase ‘ Calvin and his 
supralapsarian followers,” which he contends necessarily implies 
that Calvin was a supralapsarian, which we certainly did not intend 
to assert, for we entertain the opposite opinion, though the subject 
has been disputed. Ona review of our language we concede its 
susceptibility of such an interpretation. Perhaps, to a reader un- 
acquainted with the facts in the case, it would most naturally con- 
vey that idea. But when itis recollected, that both sublapsarians 
and supralapsarians were universally termed Calvinists, and follow- 
ers of Calvin, and that the supralapsarians held the absoluteness of 
the divine decrees with more rigor than did some of his sublapsar- 
ian followers; it is evident that the phrase ‘Calvin and his supra- 
lapsarian followers,’’ would not necessarily imply that Calvin was a 
supralapsarian. ‘The reviewer also contends that the phrase ‘ Cal- 
vin’s peculiar views,’’ amounts to the assertion, that Calvin was en- 
tirely alone in those opinions. But here we think he is hypocriti- 
cal. How often do we speak of ‘“the peculiar views of Luther on 
the eucharist”’; yet who would thence infer, that his associates did 
not participate in these views? Certainly no one. By the pecu- 
liar views of Luther or Calvin, we generally understand those views 
by which they with their followers are distinguished from each 
other; and that the doctrine of absolute decrees was in some res- 
pects such a distinguishing doctrine will be seen in the sequel. 

Again the reviewer has mistaken the position of the book, of its 
author, and of the Lutheran church. He reasons and censures us, 
as if we professed, or were under any obligation to adhere to every 
thing in the Augsburg Confession. Yet, even from his quotation 
from the work, his readers can perceive his blunder; and see that 
in rejecting the few errors of that Confession, we are doing exactly 
what the Lutheran church professes to do, for she binds her minis- 
ters only to the fundamentals of the Augsburg Confession. Indeed 
from the manner in which the reviewer lavishes his censures on us 
for not adhering to every jot and tittle of the creed, we very much 
doubt whether he has ever read the whole of it! Does he know 
what the portions omitted in the Popular Theology, contain? 
Does he know that one of them speaks disparagingly of the obliga- 
tion of the Christian sabbath? Would he have us practice private 
confession and absolution? ‘If he has not read them, why does he 
write about them,” and especially why does he adventure to cen- 
sure his brethren for doing that, for which, if better informed, he 
would praise us? In short, if he had given a fair account of the 
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book he would have presented to his readers a statement like this : 
‘The Lutherans in this country do not believe any one of the re- 
formers to have been either infallible or inspired ; although they re- 
gard the doctrines avowed by Luther, Melanchthon and their fol- 
lowers, as upon the whole, more accordant with God’s word, than 
those embraced by the Calvimistic churches. They believe that 
the progressive stndies of learned and pious men of different de- 
nominations, the increasing lights of philology and exegesis, have 
tended to elucidate more fully some portions of the Scriptures; so 
that whilst they have abandoned some things taught in the Augs- 
burg Confession, such as the doctrine of the real presence, private 
confession, lax views of the sabbath, and im these respects have ap- 
proximated nearer to the Reformed churches; yet on the doctrine 
of absolute predestination, and its cognate topics, they have reced- 
ed farther from the Calvinistic scheme, than Luther and his earlier 
followers had done, and occupy exactly the grounds of the Mora- 
vians (who profess the same creed), the Methodists, the Non-Cal- 
vinistic Episcopalians, and some Congregationalists and others im 
our land.” Such is the exact position of the Lutheran church, and 
has in the main been of the orthodox portion of it in Germany, for 
near acentury past. This position is avowed in the book, and 
ought to have been apprehended by the reviewer. The right of 
the Lutheran church to occupy this ground, in common with the 
majority of Protestants in this land, we shall not stop to argue with 
the reviewer or any other man; and all his vituperation for our not 
adnering to every thing in the Augsburg Confession, falls harmless 
at our feet. The Christian propriety, yea the duty of pursuing this 
course, of abandoning human creeds just as far as our continued 
studies convince us that they differ from the word of God, and of 
making no more articles a test of Christian anJ ecclesiastical fel- 
lowship, than experience proxcs necessary to harmonious co-oper- 
ation, 1s we conceive a most solemn and appropriate topic of in- 
vestigation, our views of which we have endeavoured to present in 
the Appeal to the American Churches. 

But we presume the reviewer himself does not receive every thing 
taught by Calvin, and yet is unconscious of impropriety in calling 
himself a Calvinist. Does he believe in the doctrine of non-elect 
infants? Does he hold with Calvin the absoluteness and uncon- 
ditionality of the decree of reprobation? Does he receive Calvin’s 
peculiar views of the eucharist, intermediate between those of Lu- 
ther and Zwingle?* And happy indeed should EI be if the review- 
er would cordially embrace the opinion of Calvin on Christian lib- 
erality and union. ‘The reader will excuse the introduction of a 
quotation from the Appeal above referred to, in elucidation of this 
topic :t ‘‘ The writer takes pleasure in being able to cite in support 





*Calvin’s language is: “ Dico igiter in cenz mysterio per symbola panis et vini Christum vere 
(the very word used in the Augsburg Confession,) nobis exhiberi, adeoque corpus et sanguinem 
ejus, in quibus omnem obedientiam pro comparanda nobis justitai adimplevit; quo scilicet pri- 
mum in unum corpus cum ipso coalescamus; deinde participes substantia ejus facti, in bonor— 
um omnium communicatione virtutem quoque sentiamus. Instit. Lib. iv. c. xvii. 11, 


{ Pp. 105, 106, of 2d edition. 
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of his position the opinion of that distinguished servant of God, Cal- 
vin; whose zeal against fundamental errorists will not be disputed, 
but whose magnanimous liberality in reference to all but fundamen- 
tals appears to be but little known, and still less appreciated. He 
even goes much further than our plan of union proposes, and dis- 
suades from schism, if a church neglect to discipline for the gross- 
est immoralities, whilst our plan proposes, that in regard to govern- 
ment, discipline, and mode of worship, each one shall, as hereto- 
fore, connect himself with that branch of the church, whose forms 
he believes best calculated to advance the kingdom of the Redeem- 
er. His language in a letter to Farrel, is this: ‘‘I only contend 
for this, that they should not create schism in any church, which, 
although very corrupt in morals, and infected with strange doctrines, 
had not entirely departed from that doctrine, on which Paul informs 
us, the church of Christ is founded.” Can the reviewer embrace 
these views? Can he emulate the magnanimity of Calvin? We 
fear not. Secing, then, that he does not agree with Calvin on some 
material points, and yet considers himself a good Calvinist, he 
should endeavour, at least as an achievement in mental discipline, 
if not from higher motives, to train his mind to the habit of judging 
others by the same rule, which he applies to himself. 

But the reviewer also misrepresenis the book. 

He asserts, ‘Our author lets no opportunity pass of saying 
something unfair of this great man” (Calvin). This statement was 
indeed news to the writer himself; and, after a re-examination of 
his work, he is still of opinion, that it is totally destitute of founda- 
tion. On several topics the writer did, what every one has a per- 
fect right to do, and what the reviewer does of others, without any 
signs of trepidation, he stated the dissentient opinions of Calvin; 
and on Confirmation, which Lutherans regard merely as a solemn 
mode of admitting to sacramental communion, he adduced Calvin’s 
testimony in favor of it; but it was his aim to do it fairly, nor has 
he seen any reason, in the review, to doubt his success. There 
are, we think, but four topics in the book in reference to which 
Calvin is mentioned. In not a single case is any thing disrespect- 
ful said of him; in one place he is styled ‘ the illustrious Calvin” 
(p. 37.) in another “the distinguished reformer’ (p. 252), ina. 
third again “ the illustrious Calvin’ (p. 239), and in the fourth (p. 
247), Calvin and the other reformers are together spoken of, as 
‘‘men, distinguished so highly for intellect, and chosen of God to 
accomplish so great a work.’’ Does this language justify the re- 
viewers charge? But he asserts, that the views of Calvin are mis- 
represented in being called ‘‘ peculiar.” His misapprehension of 
this phrase we have above explained. All that it implies, is proved 
by a confession which the reviewer unfortunately for himself makes 
on the subject. He says, ‘It is true, that Calvin’s views were op- 
posed by some men of that day, and that even some of the reform- 
ers thought his mode of stating the doctrine of predestination, and 
the prominence he gave to it, not wise.” If there had been no- 
thing peculiar about his views, would the others have opposed him ? 
It was the absoluteness of the decree of predestination, which his 
opponents disapproved; for, that the Lutheran church ancient or 
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modern has rejected the doctrine of divine decrees altogether, we 
did not assert, and the Popular Theology affirms the reverse. 

Again, the reviewer misrepresents the discussion of the Trinity / 
Without the shadow of truth he asserts: “ Our author has supposed 
that he would explain the doctrine of the trinity by the science of al- 
gebra,’’—and ‘he affects a knowledge denied to man,” and after a 
long string of ungentlemanly, not to say unchristian observations, 
designed to cast ridicule on the book and its author, he passes this 
off as a fair account of the writer’s discussion of the article of the 
Trinity. Now would any reader infer from this, that the whole 
discussion of the trinity itself, making ten pages, consists entirely 
of scripture proofs, and a digested, yet simple, statement of their 
meaning? Would he suppose, that the reference to algebraic let- 
ters, does not occur in the discussion of the doctrine of the trinity 
at all, but in some supplementary remarks, added not to explain 
the trinity, but to show that the objections drawn from reason, 
against this dcctrine as taught by scripture, are futile even on the 
grounds of reason itself? And, that even there they are not refer- 
red to as an explanation of the essence and persons of the trinity, 
as the reviewer affirms, but that in showing, that the words persons 
and essence, are not used in their common signification as in re- 
ference to men, these words are compared to the algebraic letters, 
as designating certain relations revealed in scripture, whose intrin- 
sic nature is unknown? Would the reader believe, that through- 
out the whole book there is not a single sentence pretending to 
explain the intrinsic nature of the trinity? Yet all this is the fact, 
and may be inferred even from the following extract from the book 
itself; which forms the transition from the discussion of the doc- 
trine of the Trinity to that of the objections alledged against it. 
‘From these scripture proofs it is evident, that the sacred volume 
most undoubtedly does teach a threefold distinction in the Deity, a 
distinction which is not merely figurative, or modal, or subjective, 
but real. The intrinsic nature of this distinction is not revealed in 
scripture, and is wholly incomprehensible to us. Yet is the charge 
of contradiction between the declarations of the sacred volume on 
this subject and the dictates of reason, which is so often and con- 
fidently made, demonstrably inapplicable to a judicious statement 
of this tenet. The pious believer will find no difficulty in admit- 
ting this doctrine; for he sees its beauty and harmony running 
through the whole pian of salvation; yet, as this volume will doubt- 
less fall into the hands of many who are perplexed with honest 
doubts on this subject, and as several respected individuals of this 
class have expressed a desire, that the relation of the doctrine of 
tlie Trinity to reason might be considered in it; the writer subjoins 
the following seven propositions, the principles of which, he trusts, 
contain satisfactory answers to all such objections that can be start- 
ed. And may the good Spirit of God bless the entire discussion of 
this article, to the conviction of the sincere inquirer after truth!” 
Where now,—to say nothing of that sense of honor, which governs 
high-minded men of the world—where, we ask, is that honesty 
which should ever characterize the Christian? Was it the spirit of 
the Saviour which guided the reviewer in such gross misrepresen- 
t.tions of the book? 
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But we pass by other similar representations, such as his censur- 
ing the introduction of a discussion on civil governments, and, con- 
cealing the fact that he had before his eyes an entire article of the 
Confession, calling for the discussion ;—and hasten to elucidate 
several parts of his | review, in which he exposes his want of acquaint- 
ance with the topics under discussion. 

He positively denies, that Luther, or a single one of the early refor- 
mers, rejected Calvin’s views of absolute predestination | | The Pop- 
ular Theology admits Luther’s attachment to that doctrine in his 
earlier life, and his having taught it in some of his works; but at- 
firms that he, Melancthon and their coadjutors eventually rejected 
it from their creed. Our argument from the declaration of the 
Augsburg Confession, which condemns “the opinion of those who 
teach, that such as have once become pious, cannot fall from grace,”’ 
or as the Latin copy reads: ‘‘cannot lose the Holy Spirit,” he dis- 
poses of in asummary way, by calling the persons referred” to per- 
fectionists! It does not seem to have occurred to him, that if they 
were such perfectionists, they must have been Calvinists; if the 
pious cannot fall from grace atall, they cannot fall finally. And 
then, the unqualified condemnation of the opinion that the pious 
cannot “lose the Holy Spirit,’’ without the reservation “finally,” 
which the reviewer would interpolate, and the fact that this reserva- 
tion is taught no where else in the entire Confession, appear clear- 
ly to decide against the reviewer’s interpretation. Our arguments 
from Luther’s own words, the reviewer passes over in silence. 

As this is a subject on which it is easy to err, and on which men 
of more Christian spirit and learning than the reviewer displays, 
have entertained different opinions, it may be useful to devote a 
few moments to its elucidation. It is of no use here to quote 
passages from Luther’s works teaching this doctrine. The Popular 
Theology had admitted his former adhesion to the Augustinian 
view of this subject. In reply to the reviewer’s passage from 
Luther’s work to Erasmus, which was written in the earlier part of 
his life, about twenty-one years before his death, when he had not 
yet laid off many of the Romish and Augustinian opinions which 
he subsequently rejected; we might present hundreds of passages 
teaching and implying the contrary opinion. We present a single 
specimen carefully translated by us from Walch’s edition (the best) 
of Luther on the Galatians. We select this that those who have 
the English translation of this excellent work, may compare it, and 
see how uncertain a guide such translations are on disputed points. 
‘“‘And all the prophets foresaw in Spirit, that Christ would be the 
greatest sinner, whose like never appeared on earth. For as he is 
made a sacrifice for the sins of the whole world, he is not an inno- 
cent person and without sin, 1s not the Son of God in his glory, but 
he is a sinner for a season forsaken of God, Psalm vil. 6. He 
bears the sin of St. Paul, who was a blasphemer, a persecutor and 
injurious; of St. Peter who denied Christ; and of David, who was 
an adulterer and a murderer, and caused the name of the Lord to 
be blasphemed among the gentiles. In short, he is the person who 
hath taken upon himself, and bearsin his own body all the sins of 
all men in the whole world, who ever have lived, are now living, or 
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who shall hereafter live; not as if he had himself committed those 
sins, but being committed by us, he took them on his own body, in 
order to make an atonement for them with his own blood.”* We 
might refer the reader to a work entitled ‘‘Lutherus Lutheranus,’’ 
of 700 pages 8vo, consisting entirely of extracts from his works, 
showing that on all the distinguishing points between Calvinists 
and Lutherans, Luther occupied the ground subsequently maintain- 
ed by his followers. But obviously,even this would not settle the point. 
The only impartial and decisive course is to examine all his works, 
and also all his correspondence, according to their date; and trace the 
gradual change in his opinions. This, according to the unanimous 
testimony of all Germany, no man has ever done more impartially 
than the celebrated Dr. Plank, Professor of Theology at Gettingen, 
in the preparation of his invaluable work, entitled, ‘‘History of the 
Rise, changes, and Formation of our Protestant System of Doctrines, 
from the commencement of the Reformation till the Introduction 
of the Form of Concord.” (1580.) The entire impartiality and 
great ability of this work, which cost the author twenty years of 
labor and investigation, are conceded by all parties. The result of 
his examination may be seen in the following valuable quota- 
tion, which, whilst it fully sustains the positions of ,the Popular 
Theology, also renders it intelligible, how such a diversity of senti- 
ment might naturally exist on this subject. ‘‘Nevertheless, the Lu- 
theran divines did not, fora longtime, see proper to take any notice 
of it, (viz: of the prominence and full developement given to this 
doctrine by Calvin, and of its introduction into the Swiss churches;) 
and even the zealots of Lower Saxony, who had taken occasion 
from the Geneva ‘‘Consensus,” to renew the contest concerning 
the Lord’s supper, observed a perfect silence on this incalculably 
more important doctrine, although Calvin appeared to urge them 
the more explicitly to its adoption. Melanchthon alone declared 
to him, that although he would not quarrel with him about it, he 
would never consent to adopt his (Calvin’s) views on predestina- 
tion.t But the silence of the other Lutheran divines on this sub- 
ject, although it might appear to have been the result of indiffer- 
ence, was Owing to a very satisfactory reason, of which the greater 
part of them were well aware. It cannot be denied, that the Au- 
gustinian theory of Predestination had already been forsaken by 
the Lutheran church. Yet her divines could not but feel, that 
they had changed their ground. The fact could not be concealed, 
that Luther had once embraced this doctrine in its full rigor, and 
even zealously defended it against Erasmus, and that his early ad- 
herents, including even Melancthon himself, had at first done the 
same. It is indeed true, they could prove that the doctrine was 
not long retained, and that Luther himself had abandoned it! But 
even this concession would give an advantage to an opponent in 
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* See Walch’s edition of Luther on the Galatians, p. 276.—‘In summa, er ist die person, die 
an ihrem Leibe tregt, und auf sich geladen hat alle SUnden aller menschen in der ganzen Welt, 
die da gewest, noch sind, und seyn werden.”’ See also the common English.version, p. 254. 


t Melanchthon did not ever answer the first letter of Calvin, in which he requested his assent 
to the doctrine. Sec Calvin’s epist. p. 133, 153. 
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this dispute, which they were utterly unwilling to concede to Calvin. 
They therefore determined, rather not to dispute with him on this 
subject at all. But there wasanother reason, which probably aided 
in causing them to keep silence on this subject. The greater 
part of Lutheran divines had, like Luther himself, receded from 
the Augustinian theory of predestination, very probably without 
themselves being fully aware how this result had been brought 
about. They found themselves removed from it, before they had 
wished to be; and it was Melanchthon, and no one else, who had 
produced the change. In the first improved edition of his Loci 
Theologici, and doubtless still earlier in his oral lectures, he had pro- 
posed a theory, which, both in its principles and consequences was 
in direct contradiction to the Augustinian view. This contradiction, 
which Melanchthon himself took no pains to bring to hight, was 
however, at first, not generally perceived. Hence several of the 
principles of his new theory; were adopted with the less apprehen- 
sion, especially aseach one of them, considered by itself, appeared 
to be incontestibly true, both according to reason and Scripture. 
Thus his cardinal ideas of the divine election of all men in Christ, 
of the universality of divine grace, of the extension of the atone- 
ment and merits of Christ to all men, had been embraced by nearly 
all the divines of their party, and by Luther himself, before they 
perceived that their views of an absolute decree of God, and the 
Augustinian doctrine of predestination were utterly irreconcileable 
withthem. But, when at last they made the discovery, they found 
their position in several respects an embarrassing one, and were 
unable immediately to extricate themselves. They felt unwilling, 
not only so suddenly to abandon a doctrine which they had profess- 
ed; but even to abandon it at all. They were conscious that 
Augustin’s doctrine of predestination appeared to be inseparably 
connected with some other parts of his system, such as the total 
inability of man to do any thing good, which they were firmly de- 
termined never to relinquish. On the other hand, they were just as 
anxious to retain the features of Melanchthon’s theory, which they 
had adopted; and were therefore brought into a dilemma, which 
they could not but feel. The greater part of their divines now ad- 
hered to the view of Melanchthon, that God desires and strives to 
bestow salvation on all men in and through Christ, from which it 
necessarily followed, that his decree concerning the destiny of each 
individual could not be absolute. But they at the same time retain- 
ed the opinion of Augustine, that depraved man can do nothing at 
all in the work of his salvation, cannot exert even the feeblest effort 
of his will; which seemed just as necessarily to imply that the salva- 
tion or damnation of each individual, could be decided only by an 
absolute decree of God. Some of them probably had an impres- 
sion, that there must be some method of avoiding the last mention- 
ed inference; but their views were indistinct. Hence it happened, 
that during the Synergistic controversies some of them again em- 
braced the Augustinian theory in full. The greater part of them, 
however, believed that all they wanted was a more systematic ad- 
justment and connexion of the opinions they entertained, and this 


conviction was undoubtedly the principal reason for that caution, 
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AYA The Reviewer Reviewed, or Schmucker's Theology again. (October, 


with which, in direct opposition to the polemic spirit of that age, 
they evaded a controversy on this subject. It was, therefore, 
not until 156], that a formal dispute on this subject occurred be- 
tween the Lutheran and Calvinistic divines, the occasion of which 
was the celebrated Zanchius, at that time professor of theology at 
Strasburg.”* Here then is a correct and impartial statement of the 
facts in the case, which never has been, and never can be success- 
fully controverted. We might easily confirm the different items of 
this statement by copious extracts from the writings of our early 
divines, but cui bono? We have different editions of all Luther’s 
works at hand, we have the Loci Communes of Melanchthon now 
before us; and, after glancing again at the articles ‘‘De vocabulo 
gratie,” and ‘‘De predestinatione,’”’ we are amazed at the uncon- 
scientious recklessness of the reviewer in so positively asserting, 
that not one of the reformers abandoned the doctrine of absolute 
predestination! Wehad marked a dozen passages, to confirm the 
statement of Dr. Plank concerning this distinguished reformer; but 
our article is already extended beyond our original intention, and 
we refrain; merely advising our ‘‘flippant” reviewer, if his library or 
that of his institution contains the necessary works, rather to set him- 
self to the study of the natural resources, than to retail, at second 
hand, statements that have been refuted a hundred times. 

That our reviewer should know but little of German divines, 
would perhaps be excusable, if he did not so dogmatically under- 
take to contradict the statements of others, without understanding 
fairly what he says or whereof he affirms; but what shall we say to 
similar erroneous statements concerning American divines? The 
declaration of the Popular Theology, that “the principal divines of 
New England are also unwilling to term these decrees uncondition- 
al and absolute, however they may differ as to the circumstances, 
which ‘in the divine mind led to their adoption,” he flatly denies, 
and with singular infelicity asserts (how ‘“‘flippantly’ we will not 
say) that Dr. Woods would not assent to our affirmation. We will 
therefore let Dr. W. speak for himself, and thus have the pleasure 
of introducing the reviewer to a better acquaintance with that re- 
spectable and venerable servant of Christ, than he seems hitherto 
to have enjoyed; merely reminding the reader that we had asserted 
nothing about the opinions of those divines on this subject, but only 
that they are ‘‘unwilling to term these decrees unconditional and 
absolute.” 

‘We inquire next (says Dr. Woods, in his Letters to Unitarians?) 
whether the purpose of God respecting the salvation of men is un- 
conditional and absolute. I know that in consequence of particu- 
lar errors which have prevailed, it has been so represented by many 
of its advocates. But the language is certainly liable to be mis- 
understood, and ought not to be used without special care. Why 
should we employ words, which will not convey, truly and exactly, 
to the minds of others, the views which we ourselves entertain? 





* Dr. Piank’s Geschichte, &e. vol. vi. pp. 805, 809. Gettingen 1800. 
+ Pp. 65, 66, of the edition of 1820. 
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Here, as before, I look at the divine conduct in saving sinners, con- 
sidering that as exactly corresponding with the previous divine 
purpose. And my inquiry is,—does God actually save sinners 22- - 
conditionally? The first answer I give to this is, that God would 
never have saved them, had not Christ interposed, and made an 
atonement. This, then, is a condition of human salvation; it is the 
grand event, on account of which Ged forgives. Dui 4 inquire 
farther; dses God actually save sinners, that is, forgive them, and 
receive them into his kingdom, without any condition on their part? 
The Bible furnishes the answer. ‘Repent and be converted, that 
your sins may be blotted out.’ ‘‘He that believeth shall be saved.” 
This is the uniform representation of the Bible. The condition 
of eternal life to be performed by men, is repentance, faith, obedience. 
They can no more be saved without these, than without the death 
of Christ. ‘These conditions it is true, are of a different nature 
from the atonement; but they are equally necessary. From this 
view of the subject, I cume toa satisfactory conclusion. If God 
does not actually save sinners without conditions, he did not pur- 
pose to save them without conditions,—his purpose and conduct 
always agreeing with each other. In his eterna! purpose, he re- 
garded the same conditions, and regarded them in the same manner, as 
he does now, when he saves. Clearly then, the purpose of God to 
save men, cannot, in this respect be considered as unconditional. 
And as the word is apt to be understood, as excluding all regard to 
these conditions, and being so understood, involves a palpable and 
dangerous error; the use of it ought I think to be avoided, except 
where the particular error to be confuted, or some other circumstan- 
ces, will show plainly, that it is used in a sense agreeable to the 
truth.’? This quotation is too explicit to need remark. indepen- 
deutly of its sound reasoning, it affirms exactly what the Popular 
Thevlogy declares. Whether the reviewer's beloved brethren of 
East Windsor, to whom he also appeals, would stand by him in 
this emergency any better than Dr. Woods, we have net the means 
of knowing. 

There is but one other topic on which we feel it necessary 
to make any remark, namely the alarming bustle, which the re- 
viewer makes about the Popular Theology, denying, that any one 
will be consigned to perdition for Adam’s sin; or that God will con- 
demn us for the fact of being born with a depraved nature; because 
we venture to affirm, as the reviewer says even tolidem verbis. “We 
cannot suppose that God would condemn us to perdition and 
eternal misery merely on account of this depraved (disordered) 
nature; for we are in no sense the authors or causes of it; and a 
just God will not punish his creatures for acts they did not perform,” 
apparently implying by his surprise, that this issomething new. He 
adds without any other proofs, that on the subject of depravity, 
innate and actual, ‘the author is as loose, and as contrary to the 
whole teachings of God’s word, as any Socinian could reasonably 
ask him to be.” Now this isa grave charge. And if the vituper- 
ative character of the review, the apparently innate propensity of 
the reviewer to scatter at random the various names of heresy re- 
gardless where they fall, did not so fully disarm his charge in the 
minds of impartial readers, we should feel as if we ought to set 
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about a formal effort, to clear our skirts of Socinianism, now for the 
Srst time in our life, laid to our charge. But how a conscientious 
man, with the Popular Theology in his hand, could find it in his 
heart to associate its author in any way with Socinians, we do not 
see; and will cheerfully refer to that righteous judge, before whom 
the writerand reviewer must both soon render their account. 

As to the imputation of the guilt of Adam’s sin, the reviewer 
ought to have known before entering on his task, that that doctrine 
has been rejected by the great mass of Lutheran divines for near a 
century past. It is rejected by the Moravians, who also profess 
the Augsburg Confession. It is rejected by our Methodist breth- 
ren, by a large portion of the Episcopal, Baptist, and Congrega- 
tional churches of our land. Spangenberg, in his Exposition of 
Moravian Doctrine, translated from the German by Latrobe, which 
is the avowed expose of the doctrines of the United Brethren, 
says: ‘‘ Thus are all men, who do not submit to be delivered from 
their corruption, under the wrath of God, according to Ephes. ii. 3, 
and forasmuch as all have sinned; 1 Kings viii. 46, so hath death 
also passed upon all men.—Rom. v. 12; vi. 20.’ Again, “ It is 
evident, that the sin on account of which men are damned, con- 
sists in this, that they will not believe the divine and salutary truth, 
that God has so loved them, as even to give his only begotten Son 
to be the Saviour of the world.’”* The celebrated Dr. Dwight, 
whose Theology contains a fair representation of the views of a 
large portion of the New England divines, and of many others in 
England and America, says: ‘‘When I assert, that in consequence 
of the apostacy of Adam, all men have sinned; I do not intend, 
that the posterity of Adam are guilty of his transgression. Moral 
actions are not, so far as I can see, transferable from one being to 
another. The personal act of any agent is in its very nature, the 
act of that agent solely, and incapable of being participated by any 
other agent. Of course, the guilt of such a personal act, is equally 
incapable of being transferred or participated. Neitherdo I intend 
that the descendants of Adam are punished for his transgression”’t 
Dr. Woods, in his Letters to Unitarians, says: ‘‘ The orthodox of 
New England at the present day are not chargeable with the same 
fault. The imputation of Adam’s sin to his posterity, in any sense 
which those words naturally and properly convey, is a doctrine which 
we do not believe. If any shall say, as Stapfer does, who refers to 
Vitringa and other reformed divines as agreeing with him, ‘that 
for God to give Adam a posterity like himself, and to impute his 
sin to them, is one and the same thing, I should not object to such 
an imputation.” And to this opinion of the Dr. the writer cordially 
assents. Such an imputation is taught in the Popular Theology, 
only it is called by its right name. 

In regard to the total inability of man to turn to God or save 
himself by his own strength, the absolute necessity of the influences 
of the Spirit, and the sufficiency of the means and grace of God for 
the conversion and salvation of all who sincerely seek and use them, 





* P. 89, and p. 196. 
+ Vol. I., pp. 478—479. 
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all which doctrines are taught in the Popular Theology; a few ex- 
tracts will show, that the ground held by the Lutheran church, is 
exactly that of the Moravian, the Methodist, and some other 
churches. ‘ The Lutheran church (says the Pop. Theol. p. 123,) 
has always regarded the doctrine of natural depravity as a primary 
article of the Christian system. Nor, can it with propriety be 
viewed in any other Jight; as it is the only certain basis for our 
belief in the necessity of a Saviour, and of the sanctifying influ- 
ences of the Holy Spirit. The doctrine is, moreover, so frequently 
and forcibly inculcated in the word of God, that no man ought to 
profess to be a believer in the Scriptures who denies its truth.” 
Again, ‘‘ The great body of Lutheran divines, has regarded natural 
or innate depravity, as that disorder in the mental and bodily con- 
stitution of man, which was introduced by the fall of Adam, is 
transmitted by natural generation from parent to child, and the re- 
result of which is, that all men who are naturally engendered, 
evince in their action a want of holiness and a pre-disposition to 
sin.’ Again, p. 127, ‘This natural depravity disqualifies its sub- 
jects for heaven, because the action of depraved (disordered) fac- 
ulties and powers would not even in heaven itself, be conformed to 
the divine law, and could not be acceptable to God.” ‘‘ The Lu- 
theran system regards man as incapable of performing the condi- 
tions of salvation prescribed in the gospel] (repentance and faith) 
without the gracious aid of God,” but also maintains that this grace 
will be given, and these means be made effectual to all who sin- 
cerely seek and use them. Now that these are substantially the 
doctrines of all the non-Calvinistic evangelical churches of our 
land, we need not stop to prove. But as the reviewer, in the be- 
ginning of his article which seems to have been written at a differ- 
ent time and in a different spirit, makes some profession of Christ- 
ian sympathy with other denominations, especially with our Mora- 
vian brethren, and as they profess the same creed with us, we will 
merely show him, that on this, as on all other important points of 
doctrine, they agree with us. ‘* Yet God doth not stop here, but 
he addresses himself to the heart of man, and none is left without 
a visitation. But the misfortune is, that either the poor human 
race, for the most part, pays no attention to such calls, or does not 
follow the divine drawings.” (p. 63.) Again; ‘‘ The number 
with whom the Holy Ghost found entrance, was at that time very 
inconsiderable,”’ p. 184. ‘‘ But the poor slave of sin and of the 
devil must become willing to receive the grace of God in Christ, 
that is offered to him,”’ p. 196. ‘‘ For if any one who still loves 
and is a slave of sin, who wild not be converted to God, or who if 
he has been converted, gives way to evil, neither acknowledging 
nor repenting of it, or desisting from his sin,” &c. p. 219. From 
all that has now been said, it is evident, that the reviewer must 
either retract his denunciations of the Popular Theology and the 
Lutheran church, or resign more than half of the entire American 
church to the same fate: which he will do is to us personally a 
matter of very small interest; although as a professed disciple of 
the Lord Jesus, we shall always rejoice in every demonstration of 
fraternal regard and affection among Christians, 








737, 


- 
on a. a aoe : . 
» ee hand -te a — _— * - 
rm Pe ane. ye yi ne? 
waehaval a wvremse :  aeeras ‘ 
ae oe ee A 1 


pat heal were Ghanem - etie 
— ae oe et eee ee 








7 * 
‘ Wegeet koe ns neere oe 
a 


I ¥ Ae 4 
, 
ie 
= 
we ee 


serene a 
meng. viens 
pe ea Cam, 

on + a 

_ 


. “ - 
aa 
a 
a. Poe =: 
vue ty eo pars pe 
Pte 


*0e~ 


~~ iv 
Ss pete + ne 
[= bag 
eS ee aoe 
<= - 
a ae 


“ 7 pe “ 
— on 
> 


~ el em babe 
adh 






St tl ee o 
nth vitae 
-_ 


.—— 
et at Bremer g mere 
* de 


cme 
‘ Sr a 
~ ee km ea 





































— ee | 


oe 4 as < = 
eR Oe me ee + 






_ 4g ie & a> 
i ss 





SS an ER MPS Si ARR AO 
or + aa __ ¢ ~ 





a ea 
~ -. oe 


478 Notices, Receipts Accounts, §c. &c. [October, 


In conclusion, we would ask, what good is to result to the cause 
of the Redeemer from such attempts, as the reviewer has essaved, 
to abuse and ridicule individuals or denominations for not being 
Calvinists, who do not profess to be? Are individuals of other 
denominations no longer to be permitted to publish, what they 
believe to be the truth of God, without personal abuse and detrac- 
tion? If the book contains errors in the reviewer’s opinion, why 
did he not with due observance of the rules of decency and Christ- 
jan decorum towards the author, endeavour in the spirit of Christ- 
jan kindness, to controvert its supposed errors from Scripture and 
reason? From such men, all professions of friendship for other 
denominations who entertain the same views, or even opinions 
more different still from Calvinism, are too shallow to mislead. 
Such ebulitions of hatred and bigotry as the reviewer betrays, 
merely prove that Romish intolerance yet dwells in nominally Pro- 
testant bosoms. The only thing wanting is power, and such men 
would light up the fires of persecution as readily as ever papal 
bigot did in days gone by. It issuch scenes, that cause the intel- 
ligent Protestant community so often to sympathize with the Ro- 
man Catholics, in the efforts made against them; to mistrust the 
safety of our liberties in the hands of their Protestant leaders, as 
much as in those of the Catholics, and believe themselves safest when 
the balance of power is divided equally between both. In as far 
as such efforts succeed in diminishing the usefulness of an individ- 
ual, they must of course be matter of regret to him and the friends 
of religion; but the-responsibility rests with the detractor, and re- 
mains to be met by him at his final account. 


S. S. ScoMucKER. 
Theol. Sem., Gettysburg, 
Sept. 14th, 1839. 


- 





NOTICES, RECEIPTS, ACCOUNTS, ANSWER TO LETTERS, &c. 


Aveust 27—Sepr. 28, 1889. Rev. Richard Johnson, Columbia, S. C. 
$2.50 fur 1839, name added and back numbers sent.—George Dunn, Esq. 
Petersburg, Va. $5, on account, (for 18386 and °7,) per A. G. of Balt.— 
Mrs. Ann Patterson of Philadelphia, $2.50 for 1839.—Rev. A. Macklin of 
Philadelphia, $2.50 for ’39.—Rev, John L. Pitts, Rev. S. W. Harkey and 
Dr. Albert Ritchie, of Frederick city, Md. names added from September, 
"39.—Rev. Wm. M. Atkinson, Winchester, Va. $2. 50 for one vear, and 
name added.-—Miss C. McKenzie, direction changed to Philadelphia, paid 
$3 in full to the end of °39 —and discontinued at that time.—We have re- 
ceived a cheering letter from J.Wayt, Esq. of Waynesboro’ Va. for which 
we are obliged; and have credited the money enclosed, to himself $2.50,— 
and to Rev. James C. Wilson $2.50 —Rev. Colin Mclver of N. C.—in- 
closing $2.50 for Alexander Morrison and $2.50 for John Thompson— 
both of Fayetteville and both for ’°39; Mr. T. being a new subscriber and 
the back Nos, sent. ‘The sermon inquired for by Mr. Mcl. was publish- 
ed in our No. 12 of Vol. II. for December, 1836. If we can lay our 
hands on odd Nos. without breaking a Vol. we will send them with 
much pleasure. The printed document-also came to hand; andif we can 
command the leisure will be disposed of as suggested.——-Austin P. Cox, 
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Frankfort, Ky., name added to our list, and the Voxs. for 1835, 6, 7 and 8 
together with the Nos. for this year up to September inclusive,—sent to 
Grigg and Elliott of Phil.; from whom we have received per R. Armstron 
of Balt. $12.50—for the five volumes—-to the end of this year.—Rev. y 
N. Shepperd——direction changed to Utica, Licking Co. Ohio; and $5 
credited to his account, which pays up to June, 1839. We have no No. 
for February, 1838, which we could send without breaking an entire set. 
We will however, attend to the matter and if we can obtain one, will send 
it with the others written for.—Mr. Owen Gill, Pratt street, near Gay, 
Balt. name added from October, *39.—S. Bickley, Baltimore, paid $2.50 
for *39. 

FivE HUNDRED copies of the first Article of this No. were printed off 
and distributed by sale and otherwise, in pamphlet form, in Baltimore, 
about the middle of September. ‘The eagerness with which they were 
sought after, is another evidence of the deep interest which pervades the 
public mind on the whole subject. itis with regret we are obliged to 
state, that the American and Republican Newspapers, refused to 
print a separate advertisement of the pamph.et, when offered by one 
of our booksellers!'—How melancholy is this proof of all that the article 
itself asserts, of the condition of the press? Papers that teem with 
advertisements and puffs of scores of public immoralities, dare not 
admit three lines to say,a feeble voice is raised on the side of public 
virtue; if so be, the priests do not give consent. 


UNPRECEDENTED AND EXTRAORDINARY ACCIDENT.—A correspondent 
in Frederick city, Md. under date of Sept. 16, informs us that *‘Priest 
has gota young widow here enctente and has runoff Father 
— sent her to Baltimore, but she would not stay. She is back, sent 
for our Mayor, for the constable and for a lawyer to know what she could 
do. ‘The thing has taken wind, and every body knows it; the Catholics 
confess it, &c. &c.” As it is one of those rare occurrences which may 
never come to pass again; the heretics will of course, take no notice of 
it, and soon forget it. ‘The refugee priest wili go into another diocese! 
and get new facullies (supposing any new ones necessary!) and the whole 
affair will blow over. It is however rather unfortunate that the matter 








should explode, so soon after Priest Ryper’s harangues in favor of papal 


purity; and in such juxta position to the Nun’s case in Baltimore. Might 
it not be adviseable for Mr. Eccleston to remove one of our Baltimore 
Nunneries, (we have near half'a dozen white and black, branch and prin- 
cipal)—up to Frederick? In that case such accidents would be provided 
against; or could at least be concealed. 


Tue avutuor of the letter signed a “Seeker after Reform’”—can have 
an interview with us whenever he pleases; ani his object accomplished — 
if we approve it-—after examination. We have not called to examine the 
papers referred to-—because we do nothing in the indirect way, in which 
our interposition was solicited. We try to be honest and recommend the 
same course to him. His soul is worth more than his “situation,” what- 
ever that may be. 


™ Our RESPECTED correspondent in East Tennessee is informed that we 
have received his letter of Sept. 4, and the printed documents accompany- 
wg ite We should be indebted to him, or to any other friend in that re- 
gion, for a full narrative of the rise, progress, and present state of the trou- 
bles in the Presbyterian churches there, to form a part of our series of 
Memoirs, on the Semi-Pelagian Controversy. We have been surprised 
and grieved at the backwardness of those who know important facts in 
regard to this great controversy, in committing them to a faithful record ; 
as well as, at the indolence and carelessness of others who might easily 
compile and perpetuate a body of evidence, which our children will grieve 








48/) Notices, Receipts, Accounts, &c. &c. [ October, 


at not possessing. We do not mean this by any means for our friend in 
‘Tennessee; and hope he will show how inapplicable it would be to him. 
But we must say, our efforts to perfect our Memoirs on the Semi-Pelagian 
Controversy—have been wholly disregarded by many to whom direct ap- 
plication has been made; and by nearly all besides. If men choose to 
misunderstood by their own generation, and run the risk of being infamous 
with posterity, through a sloth that will not even perpetuate their own de- 
fence—when triumphant vindication is in their reach—be it so: we have 
done what we could to prevent it. Is there no one in Western New 
York—nor in the synod of Albany, nor in that of New York--nor in 
Jersey—nor in Northern Ohio—who will take this matter in hand? Are 
we to lose the facts, connected with the great disorders from 1802 to 1808 
in Tennessee and Kentucky ? 
The following letters will explain themselves. 


Sweetzer’s Bridge, Md. Sept. 7th, 1839. 
Dear Sir: 
Your papers addressed to Abner Linthicum, William Linthicum, 
John M. Wheeler and Samuel Thomas, are no longer taken out of this 
office. John M. Wheeler left this neighbourhood four years ago; Abner 
Linthicum, senior, Esq. says he knows nothing of you or your paper, and 
never did know;—William Linthicum says he should like to know by what 
authority you sent your paper to him, and to look to said authority for your 
pay;—and S. Thomas wants his bill up to date, and wishes to see no more 
of your papers. I say, send all their bills to me forthwith! 
Yours, W. Lintraicum,—Postmaster. 
By B. Marriott, agent. 


Mr. Postmaster: 


The Magazine is no longer sent to the gentlemen you name. John M. Wheeler, became 
a subscriber to usin January, 1836; so that you are mistaken, we suppose, in saying he moved 
away four yearsago. But that isimmaterial; he owes us $10 for 4 years’ subscription up tonext 
January—which you will please remitto us by return mail; as on your own showing youu are 
responsible to us for it by Actof Congress. Abner and William Linthicum, appear by our books 
to owe us $10 each—which we will be happy to receive: being for monies advanced by us for 
them, for paper, printing, &c.—for nearly four years. Be pleased to say to the latter gentleman 
that our authority for sending our paper to him was either the Rev. Mr. McKee a Protestant 
Methodist Minister, who acted as agent for our work in that region—or as the Junior Editor 
thinks, a near relative of Mr. L. resident in our city—a gentleman of his own name, who has 
been friendly to our work. The same to Mr. A. L. whom we shall be happy to see on his next 
visit to Baltimore, but who afer getting our paper nearly four years, ought to coasider the great- 
ness of our loss as well as the smallness of his improvement byit. Mr. S. Thomas paid Rev. 
Mr. McKee for 1835—and in January last paid our publishers for 1836,7 and 8. He now owes 
only £2.50 for 1839.—We have now complied Mr. Postmaster, with your request,*and send you 
stated acoounts above for $32.50, which please collect, and remit, reserving the usual per cent. 
for your trouble. And be so good as to inform us in your next letter—what is the matter with 
these excellent gentlemen; and what we have done to excite such sudden displeasure m such 
punctual and valuable patrons. Your obliged and obedt. servts. 

The Proprietors. 


Our PRESENT No. was put to press before the publication of the Correspondence between the 
Mayor of Baltimore, on the one side, and Archbishop Eccleston—and divers gentlemen calling 
themselves “‘a committee’? (of what? of whom? Why keep that a secret ’?)—in regard to the 
late “‘dastardly and wicked attempt?’—as Mr. William George Read and his “‘a committee’’—call it. 
The attempt of the poor Carmelite seemed tous very natural; and we can hardly suppose Mr. 
Read and ‘‘a committee’? mean to characterize it by these terms. And yetit is notorious that 
nobody, unless they so interpret the conduct of this poor Carmelite, made any “‘attempt’’ good 
or bad, “against a family of unoffending and pious females.’’? If these gentlemen mean to say, 
as we suppose they do, that any body had any uae to injure in any way, any of the Nuns;—they 
say, what we grieve to be obliged to tell them, they know is nottrue. It was for andon account 
of injured, insulted and oppressed, or if Mr. Read pleases “pious and unoffending females””— 
that the public indignation was roused to such an unusual degree; it was against their vile op- 
pressors, and seducers, that this “‘dastardly and wicked’ indignation manifested itself. And all 
this, Mr. Eccleston and his henchmen know full well. So that this official attempt to give the 
matter its present turn, is an insult to the city—and a gross and deliberate perversion of notorious 
facts.—We shall return to this correspondence. 
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